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Operational Noise (Off-Site): In order to determine if Project generated vehicle trips would result in a 
substantial increase in ambient noise levels, they were evaluated in light of the existing noise 
environment, which is dominated by vehicle traffic. Project generated vehicle traffic would result in a 
substantial increase in ambient noise levels if: 
 

1. It results in a 5 dBA increase or more at noise sensitive land uses where existing ambient noise 
levels are than 60 dBA; 

2. It results in a 3 dBA increase at a noise sensitive land use where existing ambient noise levels 
range between 60 and 65 dBA; or 

3. If it results in a 1.5 dBA increase at a noise sensitive land use where existing noise levels exceed 
65 dBA. 

 
The proposed Project would generate 243 vehicle trips that will access the Project Site via Columbia 
Street locally, and State Highway 74 for more regional trips. Traffic count data provided by the County 
of Riverside3 shows that there are approximately 6,344 vehicle trips a day traveling on Columbia Street 
in vicinity of the proposed Project and per Caltrans operational data4 21,300 trips per day travelling on 
State Highway 74. 
 
As shown in Table 18, the modeled existing traffic noise level at the right-of-way of Columbia Street in 
the vicinity of the Project Site is 71.42 dBA CNEL and modeled existing plus Project traffic noise level 
is 71.45 dBA CNEL. Further, the existing modeled traffic noise levels at the right-of-way of State 
Highway 74 is 72.3 dBA CNEL and modeled existing plus Project traffic noise level is 72.75 dBA CNEL. 
Therefore, the Project generated vehicle traffic would result in a less than 1 dB increase in ambient 
noise levels and therefore, would not result in a substantial increase in ambient noise levels per the 
Federal Interagency Committee on Noise (FICON) standards. No mitigation is required. Traffic noise 
modeling sheets are provided in Appendix I(b). 

 
Table 18 

Change in Existing Noise Levels Along Roadways as a Result of Project (dBA CNEL) 

 
 CNEL at 100 Feet Change in 

Noise Level 
Applicable FICON 
Standard (dBA) 

Potential Significant 
Impact (Yes/No) Roadway Existing Without 

Project 
Existing Plus 

Project 
Columbia 

Street 
71.42 71.45 0.03 1.5 N 

Highway 74 72.73 72.75 0.02 1.5 N 

 
Cumulative Traffic Noise Impacts:  Due to the current low volumes of traffic along Columbia Street and 
the low amount of residential vehicle traffic generated by the Project and other projects in the area, the 
Project will not cause a significant cumulative noise impact. 
 

Long Term Off-Site Impacts:  No long term impacts will occur with the Project and therefore, mitigation 
to address Long Term Off-Site Impacts will not be required. 
 
Findings of Fact 27.a): Based upon the above analysis, with the implementation of MMs NOI-1 and 

NOI-2 to address temporary construction impacts, the Proposed Project would have a less than 
signigficant potential not generate a substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise 
levels in the vicinity of the Project in excess of standards established in the local general plan, noise 
ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies. Impacts will be less than significant with the 
incorporation of standard conditions of approval and with the implementation of MMs NOI-1 and NOI-

2. 
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27.b): VIBRATION 
 
Project construction would result in excessive groundborne vibration that could lead to “architectural” 
damage if exceeds 0.2 PPV (in/sec). The greatest potential sources of groundborne vibration expected 
to be utilized during construction of the Project include a vibratory roller and a large bulldozer. As shown 
in Table 15, a vibratory roller can generate a vibration level of approximately 0.21 in/sec PPV at a 
distance of 25 feet, while a large bulldozer can generate a vibration level of 0.089 in/sec PPV at 25 feet. 
Groundborne vibration associated with these two pieces of equipment at the nearest off-site structures 
was estimated. Worksheets are provided in Appendix I(b). 
 
Based on the provided site plan and aerial photographs, the nearest off-site structures are within ten 
feet of the property line of the Project Site. Assuming a worst-case scenario that assumes that if a large 
bulldozer is utilized along the property line, PPV levels may reach up to 0.035 in./sec. at these 
structures, exceeding the 0.2 PPV in./sec. damage threshold. Thus, mitigation is necessary to minimize 
potential vibration impacts to less than significant. As stated above, use of a vibratory roller also has 
the potential to result in damage to off-site structures. As shown in Exhibit 3, driveways and parking 
areas are proposed as close as 10 feet from the property line where there are also existing off-site 
structures within 10 feet from the property line. PPV levels associated with the use of a vibratory roller 
in preparation of proposed driveways and parking areas could reach up to 0.29 in./sec. at these 
structures, and could exceed the 0.20 PPV in./sec. damage threshold. These mitigation measures 
would prohibit the use of large bulldozers within 15 feet of off-site structures, and would prohibit the use 
of vibratory rollers within 25 feet of existing off-site structures. Together, these mitigation measures 
(MMs NOI-3 and NOI-4), would ensure that the proposed Project would have a less than significant 
potential to generate excessive ground-borne vibration or ground-borne noise levels during 
construction. As the Project would not generate operational vibration such that nearby sensitive 
receptors would be impacted, there would not be any operational groundbourne vibration impacts. 
 
Findings of Fact 27.b): Based upon the above analysis, with the implementation of MMs NOI-3 and 

NOI-4 to address construction related vibration impacts, the Proposed Project would have a less than 
signigficant potential not generate operational vibration such that nearby sensitive receptors would be 
impacted, there would not be any operational groundbourne vibration impacts. Impacts will be less than 
significant with the incorporation of standard conditions of approval and with the implementation of MMs 
NOI-3 and NOI-4. 
 
Mitigation: Enforcement of Riverside County Noise Ordinance standard conditions of approval, as well 
as Mitigation Measures MMs NOI-1 through NOI-4, below.  
 
MM-NOI-1  Equip all large bulldozers, tractors, loaders and backhoes, pavers and paving equipment 

with mufflers that provide at least 10 dB in noise emission reduction or otherwise show 
that they do not exceed their noise emission reference levels shown in Table 17 minus 
10 dB. For example, the contractor would need to show that bulldozers onsite do not 
exceed a sound level of 72 dB Lmax at a distance of 50 feet. This shall be accomplished 
by submitting sound specifications from the manufacturer or by field measurement. 

 
MM-NOI-2  Limit construction hours of operation to between the hours of 6:00 AM and 6:00 PM 

during the months of June through September, and 7:00 AM and 6:00 PM during the 
months of October through May. 

 
MM-NOI-3 In order to avoid exceeding the threshold for potential groundborne vibration damage 

during construction, the use of large bulldozers within 15 feet of existing off-site 
structures shall be prohibited. 
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MM-NOI-4  In order to avoid exceeding the threshold for potential groundborne vibration damage 
during construction, the use of vibratory rollers within 25 feet of existing off-site structures 
shall be prohibited. 

 
Monitoring: Riverside County Building Department inspections during Project grading and construction 
for compliance with construction hours. 
 

 
 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less 
Than 

Significant 
Impact 

No 
Impact 

PALEONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES: 
28. Paleontological Resources 

a) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleonto-
logical resource, site, or unique geologic feature? 

    

Source(s): Riverside County General Plan Figure OS-8 “Paleontological Sensitivity”, Paleontological 
Resource Impact Mitigation Program (“PRIMP”) Report for the Columbia Heights Apartment Project, 
PAR 200034, BGR, Riverside County, California, Brain F. Smith& Associates, Inc., February 3, 2022. 

INTRODUCTION AND LOCATION 

This Paleontological Resource Impact Mitigation Program (PRIMP) report has been completed for the 
Columbia Heights Apartments Project (PAR200034; BGR), which is located at 25914 Columbia Street, 
northeast of the intersection of Columbia Street and Acacia East Avenue in the community of East 
Hemet, in unincorporated Riverside County, California. The Project is situated just outside the city limits 
of Hemet within the northwest one-fourth of Section 12, Township 5 South, Range 1 West, of the San 
Bernardino Baseline and Meridian, on the U. S. Geological Survey 7.5- minute Hemet, California 
topographic quadrangle map (Exhibit 25). The Project consists of one parcel totaling 2.41 acres. The 
Project applicant plans to develop the property as a 36-unit apartment complex consisting of four 
buildings. 

As the lead agency, the County of Riverside has required the submittal of a PRIMP as part of a Mitigation 
Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP)/Conditions of Approval for the Project. Implementation of 
this PRIMP addresses the treatment of scientifically significant fossil remains that might be uncovered 
by earthmoving activities at previously unknown fossil sites within the Project.  
 

Without the PRIMP, fossil remains and associated specimen and corresponding geologic data would 
be lost to excavation activities and unauthorized fossil collecting. The guidelines proposed in this PRIMP 
are consistent with the intent and provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the 
environmental guidelines of the County of Riverside, and the procedures outlined by the Society of 
Vertebrate Paleontology (2010). This PRIMP identifies any documented, nearby fossil localities; 
summarize the geology underlying the site and assess the potential to contain paleontological 
resources; evaluates the potential of Project activities to negatively impact fossil resources that might 
exist at the Project; and provides guidelines for mitigation of potential impacts. The proposed guidelines 
should be implemented for any mass grading and excavation-related activities, including utility and 
storm drain trenching, during construction within the Project. 

REGULATORY SETTING 

CEQA, which is patterned after the National Environmental Policy Act, is the overriding environmental 
regulation that sets the requirement for protecting California’s paleontological resources. CEQA 
mandates that governing permitting agencies (lead agencies) set their own guidelines for the protection 
of nonrenewable paleontological resources under their jurisdiction. 

□ □ □ 
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State of California: Under “Guidelines for Implementation of the California Environmental Quality Act,” 
as amended in December 2018 (California Code of Regulations [CCR] Title 14, Division 6, Chapter 3, 
Sections 15000 et seq.), procedures define the types of activities, persons, and public agencies required 
to comply with CEQA. Section 15063 of the CCR provides a process by which a lead agency may 
review a Project’s potential impact to the environment, whether the impacts are significant, and provide 
recommendations, if necessary. 
 

In the State’s CEQA’s Environmental Checklist Form, one of the questions to answer is, “Would the 
Project directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic 
feature?” (Appendix G, Section VII, Part f). This is to ensure compliance with California Public 
Resources Code Section 5097.5, the law that protects nonrenewable resources including fossils: 
 
a) A person shall not knowingly and willfully excavate upon, or remove, destroy, injure, or deface, any 
historic or prehistoric ruins, burial grounds, archaeological or vertebrate paleontological site, including 
fossilized footprints, inscriptions made by human agency, rock art, or any other archaeological, 
paleontological or historical feature, situated on public lands, except with the express permission of the 
public agency having jurisdiction over such lands. 
 
b) As used in this section, “public lands” means lands owned by, or under the jurisdiction of, the state, 
or any city, county, district, authority, or public corporation, or any agency thereof. 
 
c) A violation of this section is a misdemeanor. 
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Exhibit 25 

Geologic Map 
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County of Riverside Guidelines: For Riverside County, policies concerning paleontological resources 
are addressed under the 2015 Multipurpose Open Space Element of the Riverside County General 
Plan, and are as follows: 

OS 19.6 Whenever existing information indicates that a site proposed for development has high 
paleontological sensitivity as shown on Figure OS-8, a paleontological resource impact 
mitigation program (PRIMP) shall be filed with the County Geologist prior to site grading. 
The PRIMP shall specify the steps to be taken to mitigate impacts to paleontological 
resources. 

OS 19.7 Whenever existing information indicates that a site proposed for development has low 
paleontological sensitivity as shown on Figure OS-8, no direct mitigation is required 
unless a fossil is encountered during site development. Should a fossil be encountered, 
the County Geologist shall be notified and a paleontologist shall be retained by the project 
proponent. The paleontologist shall document the extent and potential significance of the 
paleontological resources on the site and establish appropriate mitigation measures for 
further site development. 

OS 19.8 Whenever existing information indicates that a site proposed for development has 
undetermined paleontological sensitivity as shown on Figure OS-8, a report shall be filed 
with the County Geologist documenting the extent and potential significance of the 
paleontological resources on site and identifying mitigation measures for the fossil and 
for impacts to significant paleontological resources prior to approval of that department. 

OS 19.9 Whenever paleontological resources are found, the County Geologist shall direct them to 
a facility within Riverside County for their curation, including the Western Science Center 
in the City of Hemet. (County of Riverside 2015a). 

A comprehensive review of paleontological resources, including regulatory background, permitting 
conditions, significance thresholds, and procedures for the treatment of discovered resources, can be 
found in the County’s Draft Environmental Impact Report (County of Riverside 2015b). 

GEOLOGY 

Regionally, the Project lies near the eastern edge of the Perris block of the Peninsular Ranges batholith 
(Morton and Matti 2005). The active San Jacinto fault zone lies one to two miles east of the Project. 
Based on geologic mapping by Lancaster et al. (2012), the Project is located on Holocene to late 
Pleistocene-aged young alluvial fan deposits, consisting mostly of unconsolidated, undissected 
boulders, cobbles, gravel, sand and silt (areas labeled “Qyf” in Exhibit 25 on the following page). Morton 
and Matti (2005) refer to these deposits as the Holocene and late Pleistocene aged young alluvial fan 
deposits of Bautista Canyon, Unit 1, predominately characterized as gravel, sand, and silt. 

PALEONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

Definition: Paleontological resources are the remains of prehistoric life that have been preserved in 
geologic strata. These remains are called fossils and include bones, shells, teeth, and plant remains 
(including their impressions, casts, and molds) in the sedimentary matrix, as well as trace fossils such 
as footprints and burrows. Fossils are considered older than 5,000 years of age (Society of Vertebrate 
Paleontology 2010) but may include younger remains (subfossils) when viewed in the context of local 
extinction of the organism or habitat, for example. Fossils are considered a non-renewable resource 
under state and county guidelines (Section II of this report). 

Paleontology: Older, middle to early Pleistocene-aged very old alluvial fan deposits likely underlie the 
younger alluvial fan deposits at the surface, at an unknown depth. These Pleistocene deposits are 
exposed about one mile south of the Project (area in colored olive labeled “Qvof” in Exhibit 25) and are 
known to yield the fossilized bones of Pleistocene mammals, such as extinct bison, camels, and giant 
ground sloths in western Riverside County (Jefferson 1991). The closest known fossils from alluvial 
deposits similar to the Project are located just south of the Hemet- Ryan Airport, consisting of the bones 
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of an extinct horse and other unidentified large mammal remains (Kennedy 2006). These fossils are 
housed at the Western Science Center (WSC) in Hemet. 

Professional Standards: The Society of Vertebrate Paleontology (2010) has drafted guidelines that 
include four categories of paleontological sensitivity for geologic units (formations) that might be 
impacted by a proposed Project, as listed below: 

• High Potential: Rock units from which vertebrate or significant invertebrate, plant, or trace fossils 
have been recovered. 

• Undetermined Potential: Rock units for which little information is available concerning their 
paleontological content, geologic age, and depositional environment, and that further study is 
needed to determine the potential of the rock unit. 

• Low Potential: Rock units that are poorly represented by fossil specimens in institutional 
collections or based on a general scientific consensus that only preserve fossils in rare 
circumstances. 

• No Potential: Rock units that have no potential to contain significant paleontological resources, 
such as high-grade metamorphic rocks and plutonic igneous rocks. 

Using these criteria, based on the fossil record of the geologic formation at the Project, and the 
distribution of nearby fossil localities, the Project may be considered to have an undetermined potential 
to yield significant paleontological resources. The underlying Pleistocene very old alluvial deposits may 
be considered to have a high potential to yield significant paleontological resources. 

Riverside County Sensitivity: The Riverside County Land Information System ranks the alluvial deposits 
at the subject property as having a “High (High B)” paleontological sensitivity. A “High B” ranking 
indicates that fossils may be encountered at or below four feet deep and may be impacted during 
excavation by construction activities (County of Riverside 2015b; County of Riverside Land Information 
System 2021). 
 
CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

Research has revealed the presence of Holocene to late Pleistocene-aged young alluvial fan deposits 
mapped at the Project. The depth of the age transition from Holocene to late Pleistocene within these 
deposits is unknown. Pleistocene very old alluvial fan deposits likely underlie the young alluvial fan 
deposits at an unknown depth. In western Riverside County, Pleistocene alluvial fan deposits are known 
to yield terrestrial vertebrate fossils. Paleontological monitoring is recommended, beginning at a depth 
of four feet, in accordance with the County’s assignment of a High B paleontological potential for the 
parcel. Monitoring of artificial fill or disturbed soils is not warranted. 
 
Findings of Fact 28.a): Based on the analysis above, there is a potential for the Proposed Project to 
impact unknown paleontological resources during ground disturbing activities at the Project Site. 
However, implementation of Mitigation Measure GEO-1 would avoid or minimize potential Project 
impacts to paleontological resources. With implementation of these mitigation measures, impacts to 
paleontological resources would be reduced to a less than significant level. 
 
Mitigation:  
 
MM-PALEO-1:  PRIOR TO ISSUANCE OF GRADING PERMITS: 

1. The applicant shall retain a qualified paleontologist approved by the County to create 
and implement a Project-specific plan for monitoring site grading/earthmoving 
activities (Project paleontologist). 

2. The Project paleontologist retained shall review the approved development plan and 
grading plan and conduct any pre-construction work necessary to render appropriate 
monitoring and mitigation requirements as appropriate. These requirements shall be 
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documented by the Project paleontologist in a Paleontological Resource Impact 
Mitigation Program (PRIMP). This PRIMP shall be submitted for approval by the 
County Geologist prior to issuance of a Grading Permit. Information to be contained 
in the PRIMP, at a minimum and in addition to other industry standards and Society 
of Vertebrate Paleontology standards, are as follows: 

a. A corresponding and active County Grading Permit (BGR) Number must be 
included in the title of the report. PRIMP reports submitted without a BGR number 
in the title will not be reviewed. 

b. PRIMP must be accompanied by the final grading plan for the subject Project. 
c. Description of the proposed site and planned grading operations. 
d. Description of the level of monitoring required for all earth-moving activities in the 

Project Area. 
e. Identification and qualifications of the qualified paleontological monitor to be 

employed for grading operations monitoring. 
f. Identification of personnel with authority and responsibility to temporarily halt or 

divert grading equipment to allow for recovery of large specimens. 
g. Direction for any fossil discoveries to be immediately reported to the property 

owner who in turn will immediately notify the County Geologist of the discovery. 
h. Means and methods to be employed by the paleontological monitor to quickly 

salvage fossils as they are unearthed to avoid construction delays. 
i. Sampling of sediments that are likely to contain the remains of small fossil 

invertebrates and vertebrates. 
j. Procedures and protocol for collecting and processing of samples and 

specimens. 
k. Fossil identification and curation procedures to be employed. 
l. Identification of the permanent repository to receive any recovered fossil material. 

*Pursuant the County “SABER Policy”, paleontological fossils found in the County 
should, by preference, be directed to the Western Science Center in the City of 
Hemet. A written agreement between the property owner/developer and the 
repository must be in place prior to site grading. 

m. All pertinent exhibits, maps, and references. 
n. Procedures for reporting of findings. 
o. Identification and acknowledgement of the developer for the content of the 

PRIMP as well as acceptance of financial responsibility for monitoring, reporting 
and curation fees. The property owner and/or applicant on whose land the 
paleontological fossils are discovered shall provide appropriate funding for 
monitoring, reporting, delivery and curating the fossils at the institution where the 
fossils will be placed and will provide confirmation to the County that such funding 
has been paid to the institution.  

p. All reports shall be signed by the qualified paleontologist responsible for the 
report’s content. All reports shall also be signed by all other parties responsible 
for the report’s content (eg. Professional Geologist), as necessary. A signed 
electronic copy of the report, Project plans, and all required review applications 
shall be uploaded to the County’s PLUS Online System: 
(https://planning.rctlma.org/sites/g/files/aldnop416/files/2023-
06/PLUS%20Online%20Upload%20Instructions%20-%20Paleontology%20-
%20Updated%20June%202023.pdf).  
Reports and/or review applications are not to be submitted directly to the County 
Geologist, Project Planner, Land Use Counter, Plan Check, or any other County 
office. In addition, the applicant shall submit proof of hiring (i.e., copy of executed 
contract, retainer agreement, etc.) a Project paleontologist for the in-grading 
implementation of the PRIMP. 
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Safeguard Artiacts Being Excavated in Riverside County (SABER) 
 

Monitoring: Monitoring shall be conducted by the Project Paleontologist in coordination with the 
County Geologist. 
 

 
 Potentially 
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POPULATION AND HOUSING:  Would the project: 
29. Housing 

a) Displace substantial numbers of existing people or 
housing, necessitating the construction of replacement 
housing elsewhere? 

    

b) Create a demand for additional housing, 
particularly housing affordable to households earning 80% or 
less of the County’s median income? 

    

c) Induce substantial unplanned population growth in 
an area, either directly (for example, by proposing new 
homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through 
extension of roads or other infrastructure)? 

    

 
Source(s):   Project Application Materials, GIS database, Riverside County General Plan Housing 
Element 

29.a): DISPLACE PEOPLE OR HOUSING 

The Project Site currently has a primary residence that houses a family of five and an ancillary 
residence that has one occupant. Therefore, the Project will displace six existing residents, The 
Proposed 36-unit apartment Project offers one-, two- and three-bedroom units that will generate 
approximately one hundred future residents, assuming 2.8 persons per unit. This offsets the loss of the 
two dwelling units and the six existing residents being displaced. 

Findings of Fact 29.a): Based on this analysis, the Proposed Project does not displace substantial 
numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating the construction of replacement housing 
elsewhere. Impacts will be less than significant. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 

29.b): CREATE A DEMAND FOR ADDITIONAL HOUSING 

The Proposed 36-unit apartment Project does displace two existing dwelling units and incrementally 
creates a demand to replace these units. However, the Proposed 36 unit apartment Project offers 
additional housing that offsets that loss by providing housing for approximately 100 new residents. The 
Applicant is proposing to offer housing affordable to households earning 80% or less of the County’s 
median income and is working with the Riverside County Housing Authority to implement affordable 
housing within the Project. 
 

Findings of Fact 29.b): Based on this analysis, the Proposed Project does not create a demand for 
additional housing, particularly housing affordable to households earning 80% or less of the County’s 
median income. The Project will create opportunities for additional affordable housing. This is a positive 
impact. There will be no negative impacts. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.  

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 
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Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 
 

29.c):INDUCE SUBSTANTIAL UNPLANNED POPULATION GROWTH 

The Riverside County General Plan – San Jacinto Valley Area Plan Land Use Plan designates the 
Project Site as Community Development Medium Density Residential (CD:MDR). This land use 
designation allows a density of from two (2) to five (5) dwelling units per acre. The Riverside County 
Zoning Code designates the eastern portion of the Project Site as R-3, Multi-family Residential, the 
western landlocked portion of the Project Site is Zoned A-1-5, Light Agriculture. 

The General Plan Amendment is requesting a land use designation of Community Development: Very 
High Density Residential (CD:VHDR) that would allow from 14 to 20 dwelling units per acre. The 
proposed 36-unit apartment Project on 2.4 gross acres results in 15 dwelling units per acre (du/ac). 
The Zone Change is requesting the eastern landlocked portion of the Project Site be changed to R-3, 
Multi-family Residential, the same as the R-3 Zoning that currently exists on the western portion of the 
property. 

The proposed GPA is a residential infill Project to increase density. The Project is consistent with the 
County’s Vision and Planning Principles as stated in the General Plan. The foundational component 
(Community Development) will not be changing. Exhibits 20 and 21 document the Project Site is 
surrounded by similar multifamily residential uses and is conveniently located within walking distance 
of commercial retail along Florida Avenue – the major arterial in the community. 

The Project Site fronts on Columbia Street and does not require the extension of roads or other 
infrastructure. Existing water, electricity, natural gas and sewer infrastructure are available adjacent to 
the Project Site 

Findings of Fact 29.c): Based on this analysis, the Proposed Project does not induce substantial 
unplanned population growth in an area, either directly (for example, by proposing new homes and 
businesses) because the site is surrounded by similar multifamily residential uses or indirectly (for 
example, through extension of roads or other infrastructure) because no road or other infrastructure 
extensions are required. Impacts will be less than significant. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 
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PUBLIC SERVICES:  Would the Project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with 
the provision of new or physically altered government facilities or the need for new or physically 
altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental 
impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance 
objectives for any of the following public services: 
 
30. Fire Services     

 

Source(s):   Riverside County General Plan Safety Element, Riverside County Ordinance No. 659 
Development Impact Fee Capital Improvement Plan (DIF Capital Improvement Plan). 
Google Earth. 

30. Fire protection services are provided by both the Hemet Fire Department and the Riverside County 
Fire Department. Both City and County Fire Department have contracts with the California Department 
of Forestry. The contract provides various fire related services, including emergency medical services, 

□ □ □ 
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fire prevention, disaster preparedness, fire safety inspections, hazardous materials business plan 
programs and plan reviews. 

The service contract for fire protection includes a Regional Fire Protection Program with surrounding 
cities, such as Hemet and San Jacinto, wherein each city and the surrounding County area has access 
to and benefits from the services provided by fire stations in the other jurisdictions. Further, the Riverside 
County Fire Department operates under a Regional Fire Protection Program, which allows its fire 
stations to actively support one another regardless of geographic or jurisdictional boundaries. 

When an emergency call is received, the station that is physically closest to the emergency will respond, 
even if the emergency is located outside the station’s official “jurisdiction.” This provides the community 
with the most effective and efficient method of emergency response and allows for the shared use of 
specialized equipment and personnel between neighboring communities. 

At present, the Riverside County Fire Department has an International Organization for Standardization 
(ISO) fire insurance rating of Class 4. 

The Riverside County Fire Department located at 25954 Standford Street is the closest fire station. it is 
located 0.8 miles east of the Project Site. 

Hemet Fire Station No. 1 located at 220 North Juanita Street at the Hemet Civic Center is located 
approximately 1.5 miles west of the Project Site and has a response time of approximately 3 to 4 
minutes. This Fire Station was built in 1960 and has three double bays and is capable of handling six 
fire apparatus. Hemet Fire Station No. 5 located at 120 North Hemet Street is located approximately 
1.4 miles east of the Project Site and has a similar response time. This Fire Station was reopened in 
2015. In addition to these two Fire Stations, the City of Hemet and Riverside County have five other 
Fire Stations that are from 3.1 miles to 6.5 miles distance from the Project Site. 

The Project Applicant is required to pay development impact fees to account for potential impacts of 
the Proposed Project under Ordinance No. 659. The current fee for fire protection is $481 per unit. The 
Proposed Project includes all fire safety and suppression measures recommended by the County Fire 
Marshall, such as appropriate building materials, fire sprinklers, and paved fire access. Therefore, no 
significant adverse impacts are identified or anticipated, and no mitigation measures are required. 

Findings of Fact 30: Based upon the Project design that meets Riverside County Fire Code, proposed 
fire equipment access requirements set forth by the County Fire Marshall and the payment of 
development impact fees set forth by Ordinance No. 659, the Proposed Project will not result in 
substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or physically altered 
government facilities or the need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction 
of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, 
response times or other performance objectives for County of Riverside Fire Department services. 
Impacts will be less than significant with the incorporated mitigation. 

Mitigation: Standard conditions of approval required by the Riverside County Fire Marshall and 
Riverside County Ordinance 659.. 

Monitoring: Riverside County Plan Check process prior to the issuance of flammable construction 
building permits. 
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31. Sheriff Services     □ □ □ 
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Source(s):   Riverside County General Plan, Safety Element, Riverside County Ordinance No. 659 
Development Impact Fee Capital Improvement Plan (DIF Capital Improvement Plan). 
Google Earth. 
 

31. The Riverside County Sheriff Office serving the San Jacinto Valley area is located at 43950 
Acacia Avenue, 3.4 miles east of the Project Site. The response time to the Project Site is approximately 
4 to 5 minutes. 

The Hemet Police Department has eight divisions and close to 100 sworn officers and support staff to 
protect & serve the citizens of the Hemet and the adjacent unincorporated area of Western Riverside 
County. The Hemet Police Department is located at 450 East Latham Avenue. Approximately 1.6 miles 
west of the proposed Project Site. The response time to the Project Site is approximately 3 to 4 minutes. 

The Project Applicant is required to pay development impact fees to account for potential impacts of 
the Proposed Project under Ordinance No. 659 for County criminal justice infrastructure. The current 
fee for multi-family development is $1,015 per unit. 
 

Findings of Fact 31: Based upon the payment of development impact fees set forth by Ordinance No. 
659, the Proposed Project will not result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the 
provision of new or physically altered government facilities or the need for new or physically altered 
governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in 
order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for County 
of Riverside Sheriff and the supporting Criminal Justice services. Impacts will be less than significant with 
the incorporated mitigation. 
 
Mitigation: Standard conditions of approval required by Riverside County Ordinance 659. 
 

Monitoring: Riverside County Plan Check process prior to the issuance of a building permit. 
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32. Schools     
 

Source(s):   School District correspondence, GIS database, Hemet Unified School District Statutory 
School Fee (Level I) for residential construction is $4.79 per square foot, effective July 3, 2022. 
 

32. The proposed Columbia Heights 36-unit residential Project is served by the Hemet Unified School 
District which has 13 elementary schools, 4 middle schools, 3 high schools and 3 alternative 
schools/education centers. School attendance is based on specific attendance areas. The schools 
serving the Project Site are Ramona Elementary School, Dartmouth Middle School and Hemet High 
School. 

The Project is required to pay Hemet Unified School District (HUSD) school impact fees based on 
current Developers Fees for residential development set forth by the District and the State of California 
prior to the issuance of a building permit. The approved Alternative School Fee (Level II) for new 
residential construction is $4.79 per square foot, effective July 3, 2022. The proposed 36-unit, 38,556 
square foot living area contained within the Columbia Heights Residential Apartment Project is currently 
required to pay the HUSD school district a developer fee of approximately $184,683. 

Findings of Fact 32: Based on this information and documentation, with standard HUSD and State of 
California conditions of approval and the payment of the current HUSD's development impact fee prior 

□ □ □ 
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to the issuance of a building permit, the proposed Columbia Heights Apartment Project does not result 
in significant adverse impacts to school district facilities. This size of this residential apartment Project 
at this location does not require the construction of any new schools which could cause significant 
environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable school facilities or other performance objectives 
of the Hemet Unified School District. Impacts will be less than significant with the incorporated 
mitigation/standard conditions of approval. 

Mitigation: Standard conditions of approval required by Hemet Unified School District Statutory School 
Fee (Level I) for residential construction effective July 3, 2022 

Monitoring: Prior to the issuance of a building permit. 
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33. Libraries     
 

Source(s):   Riverside County General Plan 

33. The Hemet Public Library at 300 East Latham Avenue is located 1.6 miles west of the Project Site. 
The Riverside County Main Library is located at 3900 Mission Inn Avenue in Downtown Riverside. 

As a standard condition of approval for multi-family residential projects, this Project is required to pay 
County Ordinance No. 659 development impact fees based upon the incremental increase in the 
demand for other public facilities prior to the issuance of a building permit. This includes current 
Ordinance No. 659 fees for Library Construction and Books/Media for the San Jacinto Valley is 
$120/unit for multifamily units, 

Findings of Fact 33: Based upon the payment of development impact fees set forth by Ordinance 659, 
the Proposed Project will not result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision 
of new or physically altered government facilities or the need for new or physically altered governmental 
facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain 
acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for County of Riverside 
Library Facilities and Books. Impacts will be less than significant with the incorporated mitigation. 
 
Mitigation: Standard conditions of approval required by Riverside County Ordinance 659. 

Monitoring: Riverside County Plan Check process prior to the issuance of a building permit. 
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34. Health Services     
 
Source(s):   Riverside County General Plan, County of Riverside Health Agency, Riverside County 
Department of Environmental Health, Google Earth. 

34. Health Services are be provided by several public agencies and facilities within the region. The 
nearest hospital to the Project Site is Hemet Global Medical Center, located approximately one mile 
west of the Project Site. This Hospital provides cardiology care services / cardiac lab, primary stroke 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 
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center, orthopedic services, maternal child health services, vascular services, total joint replacement 
Ct/MRI scans, subacute long term care unit, skilled nursing facility, and 24-hour emergency services. 

The Riverside County Health Agency provides services to County residents through the Riverside 
University Health System. The closest offices are located at 800 South Sanderson Avenue, 
approximately five miles west of the Project Site. Main Offices are located in Downtown Riverside 
The Proposed 36-unit residential Project does not result in significant population increase that would 
generate additional demand for health services. The incremental demand for less than one hundred 
(100) residents for the Proposed Project is expected to be met by the existing nearby Riverside County 
Health Agency offices, the Hemet Global Medical Center, Kaiser Hospital, Valley Health System 
Services, Riverside County In Home Supportive Services, Riverside County Mental Health Services 
and other nearby urgent care facilities. 

Findings of Fact 34: Based on the documentation of the proximity of existing health providers in the 
area of the Proposed Project and the Project’s incremental increase in population, the Project impacts 
on existing public agency and private health facilities will be less than significant. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.  

Monitoring:   No monitoring is required. 
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RECREATION  Would the project: 
35. Parks and Recreation 

a.  Include recreational facilities or require the 
construction or expansion of recreational facilities which 
might have an adverse physical effect on the environment? 

    

b. Increase the use of existing neighborhood or regional 
parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial 
physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be 
accelerated? 

    

c. Be located within a Community Service Area (CSA) 
or recreation and park district with a Community Parks and 
Recreation Plan (Quimby fees)? 

    

 
Source(s):   GIS database, Ord. No. 460, Section 10.35 (Regulating the Division of Land – Park and 
Recreation Fees and Dedications), Ord. No. 659 (Establishing Development Impact Fees), Parks & 
Open Space Department Review, City of Hemet and San Jacinto Parks and Recreation Web Site. 
Valley-Wide Recreation & Park District 2020 Master Plan Update. 

35,a): INCLUDE RECREATION FACILITIES OR REQUIRE THE CONSTRUCTION OR EXPANSION 
OF RECREATION FACILITIES 

The Proposed 36-unit apartment Project incorporates close to 10,000 square feet of recreational areas 
that include sheltered picnic and barbeque areas, a tot lot and common open space for resident 
activities. This Project does not require the construction or expansion of offsite recreation facilities. 
 

The City of Hemet has twelve (12) parks that encompass over 100 acres in close proximity to the Project 
Site. This includes the 60-acre Brubaker Community Park, the 12=acre Gibble Park and the 16-acre 
Mary Henley Park. There is also the 483-acre Simpson Wilderness Park that is located approximately 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 
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4 miles south of the Project Site. The City of San Jacinto has over thirty (30) parks that offer over 170 
acres of varied park and recreation opportunities. The Valley-Wide Recreation and Park District 
operates an Aquodic Center, a Sports Park and the 36-acre Valley-Wide Regional Park. 

The County of Riverside Ordinance 659, Section 7 for the San Jacinto Valley Area Plan sets forth a 
development impact fee of $591 per unit for Regional Parks and $137 per unit for Regional Trails.  

Findings of Fact 35.a): Based upon the existing park and recreation opportunities that exist in the 
surrounding area and payment of development impact fees set forth by Ordinance 659, the Proposed 
Project includes recreational facilities but does not require the construction or expansion of recreational 
facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment. Impacts will be less than 
significant with the incorporated mitigation. 
 

Mitigation: Standard conditions of approval required by Riverside County Ordinance 659. 
 

Monitoring: Riverside County Plan Check process prior to the issuance of a building permit. 
 

35.b): INCREASE THE USE OF EXISTING PARKS 

See response to 35.a) above. Riverside County, the Cities of Hemet and San Jacinto and the Valley- 
Wide recreation and Park District offer extensive park and recreation opportunities nearby and 
surrounding the Project site. 

Findings of Fact 35.b): Based upon the existing park and recreation opportunities that exist in the 
surrounding area and payment of development impact fees set forth by Ordinance 659, and the 
Project’s proposed Tot Lot and BBQ areas. the Proposed Project does not increase the use of existing 
neighborhood or regional parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial physical 
deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated. This impact is considered less than 
significant. 

 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.  
 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 
 

35.c): LOCATED WITHIN A COMMUNITY SERVICE AREA 

The Proposed Project is located within the Valley-Wide Recreation and Park District. This District was 
formed on July 27, 1972, to provide recreation and park services and now serves residents within an 
800-square-mile area encompassing Hemet, San Jacinto, Valle Vista, Sage, Aguanga, Winchester, 
Menifee, and French Valley. 

In January 1987, the Board of Supervisors of Riverside County adopted an amendment to the County’s 
General Plan that would govern the implementation of the Quimby Act, which was established by the 
State of California in 1965 to allow local jurisdictions to accept dedications of land, payment of fees in 
lieu thereof, or a combination of both, for park and recreation purposes. The District's initial Master Plan 
was prepared in 1987, in part to serve as a mechanism by which to acquire parkland dedications and/or 
payments of fees for the subdivision of land within the District boundaries. In 1999, the updated master 
plan focused on the growth and development of park and recreation needs for the next 10 years, 
including the establishment of Landscape Maintenance Districts (LMDs). In 2010, the updated master 
plan provided a working document that focused the District to meet current needs, positioned the District 
for future expansion, and allowed the District to address changing demographics and future recreation 
trends. 

Today, the District operates and maintains: • 80+ parks and facilities • 11 community centers • 1 aquatic 
center • 2 dog parks • 61 ball fields • 40 soccer fields • 13 tennis courts • 10+ pickle ball courts • 1 golf 
course • 60+ miles of streetscape. 
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The District adopts budgets every two years and is funded by four sources of revenue: property tax, 
program fees, benefit assessments, and grants. Property tax and benefit assessments cover the cost 
of administration, maintenance, acquisition, capital improvements, debt payments (certificates of 
participation), utilities, and operations. Program fees cover the cost of programs which are self- 
sustaining. Grant funds can only be used for their specific intended purpose. 

Findings of Fact 35.c): Based on this documentation, the District’s funding sources and payment of 
development impact fees set forth by Ordinance 659, the Proposed Project is located within a 
Community Service Area (CSA) or recreation and park district with a Community Parks and Recreation 
Plan and pays appropriate taxes and development impact fees that do not result in a negative impact 
to this Special District. This impact is considered less than significant. 
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36. Recreational Trails 
a. Include the construction or expansion of a trail 

system? 

    

Source(s):   Riverside County General Plan Figure C-6 Trails and Bikeway System, County of Riverside 
General Plan San Jacinto Valley Area Plan, Valley-Wide Recreation & Park District 2020 Master Plan 
Update. 

36.a): CONSTRUCTION OR EXPANSION OF A TRAIL SYSTEM 

The Proposed Columbia Heights 36-unit Apartment Project is a residential infill Project that is not 
located adjacent to or near the County’s Recreational Trails or Bikeway System. The Project does 
provide safe access the Columbia Street and the area’s main commercial corridor, Florida Avenue, just 
north of the Project Site. The Project does not include the construction of a portion of a trail system but 
does comply with Ordinance 659 and pays development impact fees of $137 per unit that is directed 
toward Regional Multipurpose Trails in the surrounding area. 

Findings of Fact 36a): Based on this documentation the proposed Infill residential Project does not 
include the construction of a trail system but does contribute to the expansion and maintenance of the 
County’s Recreational Trails and Bikeway System through the payment of development impact fees 
set forth by Ordinance 659. Therefore, there will be no impacts. 
 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 
 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required 
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TRANSPORTATION  Would the project: 
37. Transportation  

a. Conflict with a program, plan, ordinance, or policy 
addressing the circulation system, including transit, roadway, 
bicycle, and pedestrian facilities? 

    

b.  Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines 
section 15064.3, subdivision (b)?     

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 
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c. Substantially increase hazards due to a geometric 
design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous 
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g. farm equipment)? 

    

d. Cause an effect upon, or a need for new or altered 
maintenance of roads?     

e. Cause an effect upon circulation during the project’s 
construction?     

f. Result in inadequate emergency access or access to 
nearby uses?     

Source(s):   Riverside County General Plan, OPR and Riverside County Guidelines and the Western 
Riverside Council of Governments (WRCOG) Online Screening Tool., ITE Trip Generation, 11th Edition, 
for Land Use 220 “Multifamily Housing (Low-Rise)”, Columbia Heights Apartment Project Transportation 
Study – VMT Screening Analysis, Translutions, Inc. February 2022. Project Application Materials and 
Site Plan. 

37.a) CIRCULATION SYSTEM CONFLICT 
 

The Columbia Heights Apartment Project Transportation Study – VMT Screening Analysis was prepared 
by Translutions, Inc. and is included as Technical Appendix  J. Trip generation for the Project is based 
on rates for Land Use 220 “Multifamily Housing (Low-Rise)” from the ITE Trip Generation, 11th Edition. 

Riverside County Guidelines include VMT analysis methodologies, screening tools, and thresholds to 
address changes to CEQA pursuant to SB-743. The OPR, in their Technical Advisory, also includes 
screening thresholds. Based on both the OPR and County Guidelines, if a Project is located in a low 
VMT area based on the Western Riverside Council of Governments (WRCOG) Online Screening Tool, 
the Project can be considered to have a less than significant impact on VMT and a detailed VMT analysis 
is not required. Table 19 summarizes the Columbia Heights Apartment Project trip generation. 
 

Table 19 

Project Trip Generation 

 

 
Land Use 

 
Units 

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour  
Peak Hour 

Total 

 
Daily Total In Out Total In Out Total 

Apartments      
Trip Generation 36 DU 0.10 0.30 0.40 0.32 0.19 0.51 1.82 6.74 

Rates 1  3 11 14 12 6 18  243 

Trip Generation      

Total Trip Generation  3 11 14 12 6 18 32 243 
Notes: DU = Dwelling Unit 
1 Trip generation based on rates for Land Use 220 - "Multifamily Housing (Low-Rise)" from Institute of Transportation 
Engineers' (ITE) Trip Generation (11th Edition). 
Source: Translutions, Inc. 

 

As shown in Table 19, the Project is anticipated to generate 14 trips during the a.m. peak hour, 18 trips 
during the p.m. peak hour, and 243 net new daily trips. The Project generates less than 50 trips in any 
peak hour. The Project’s 32 total peak hour trip generation are below the thresholds of significance 
requiring a traffic analysis. The Project is also located in a low VMT area, and therefore, exempt from a 
detailed VMT analysis. Therefore, based upon the OPR and County Guidelines and the Western 
Riverside Council of Governments (WRCOG) Online Screening Tool, a traffic study is not required for 
this Project. Based on the Western Riverside Council of Governments (WRCOG) Online Screening 
Tool, the Project can be considered to have a less than significant impact on VMT and a detailed VMT 
analysis is not required. 

□ □ □ 

□ □ 

□ □ 

□ □ 
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The Project Site has a 132-foot frontage along Columbia Street between Florida Avenue and Acacia 
Avenue. The County required half width improvements include additional paved width, curb, gutter and 
an eighteen-foot-wide sidewalk. This provides safe and adequate access to public transit available 
along Florida Avenue, and for safe roadway, bicycle and pedestrian access to the surrounding 
circulation system. 

Pursuant to Ordinance No. 659 current development impact fees, the Project is required to pay the 
current  Multi-family Traffic Improvement Facilities and Traffic Signals fees of $362 a unit. 

Findings of Fact 37a): Based on the above WRCOG Screening Analysis Criteria, and County Guidelines 
for VMT analysis, the Project’s required half width improvements to Columbia Street that abuts the 
Project Site, and based on Ordinance 659 development impact fees that must be paid prior to issuance 
of a building permit, the Proposed Project does not conflict with a program, plan, ordinance, or policy 
addressing the circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities. There 
will be no impacts.  
 
Mitigation: No mitigation is required.  

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

 
37.b) CEQA GUIDELINES 15064.3.(b) 
 
State CEQA Guideline Section 15064.3 sets forth criteria for determining the Significance of 
Transportation Impacts. Subsection (b) states: 
 
Criteria for Analyzing Transportation Impacts. 

(1) Land Use Projects. Vehicle miles traveled exceeding an applicable threshold of significance may 
indicate a significant impact. Generally, projects within one-half mile of either an existing major transit 
stop or a stop along an existing high quality transit corridor should be presumed to cause a less than 
significant transportation impact. Projects that decrease vehicle miles traveled in the Project Area 
compared to existing conditions should be presumed to have a less than significant transportation 
impact. 
 
(2) Qualitative Analysis. If existing models or methods are not available to estimate the vehicle miles 
traveled for the particular Project being considered, a lead agency may analyze the Project's vehicle 
miles traveled qualitatively. Such a qualitative analysis would evaluate factors such as the availability 
of transit, proximity to other destinations, etc. For many projects, a qualitative analysis of construction 
traffic may be appropriate. 
 

Methodology. A lead agency has discretion to choose the most appropriate methodology to evaluate a 
Project's vehicle miles traveled, including whether to express the change in absolute terms, per capita, 
per household or in any other measure. A lead agency may use models to estimate a Project's vehicle 
miles traveled and may revise those estimates to reflect professional judgment based on substantial 
evidence. Any assumptions used to estimate vehicle miles traveled and any revisions to model outputs 
should be documented and explained in the environmental document prepared for the Project. The 
standard of adequacy in Section 15151 shall apply to the analysis described in this section. 

The analysis in Section 37.a) concludes that The Project’s 32 total peak hour trip generation are below 
the thresholds of significance requiring a traffic analysis. The Project is also located in a low VMT area, 
and therefore, exempt from a detailed VMT analysis. Therefore, based upon the OPR and County 
Guidelines and the Western Riverside Council of Governments (WRCOG) Online Screening Tool, a 
traffic study is not required for this Project. Based on the Western Riverside Council of Governments 
(WRCOG) Online Screening Tool, the Project can be considered to have a less than significant impact 
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on VMT and a detailed VMT analysis is not required. 

In addition, the Project Site is located within one-half mile of a Riverside Transit Authority (RTA) fixed 
transit Route 28 that travels along Florida Avenue with stops less than one-eighth a mile away and 
connections throughout Hemet, San Jacinto and the surrounding County areas 

Findings of Fact 37.b): Based on the criteria set for in Sections 37.b)(1) and (2) above, and the Western 
Riverside Council of Governments (WRCOG) and the County of Riverside Online Screening Tools, and 
the RTA’s access to nearby public transit,  the Project can be considered to have a less than significant 
impact on VMT, detailed VMT analysis is not required. Therefore, the Proposed Project does not conflict 
or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision (b). There will be no significant 
impacts. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.  

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 
 
37.c): HAZARDS DUE TO DESIGN OR INCOMPATIBLE USES 

The infill residential Project Site has a 132-foot frontage along Columbia Street between Florida Avenue 
and Acacia Avenue. The County required half width improvements include additional paved width, curb, 
gutter and a sidewalk. This provides safe and adequate access to public transit available along Florida 
Avenue, and for safe roadway, bicycle and pedestrian access to the surrounding circulation system. 
The intersection of Florida Avenue and Columbia Street is signalized for safe turning movements. The 
Project does not propose or result in any sharp curves or dangerous intersections and does not propose 
any incompatible uses that would create a hazardous design feature. 

Findings of Fact 37.c): Based on the documentation above, the Proposed Project does not substantially 
increase hazards due to a geometric design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or 
incompatible uses (e.g. farm equipment). There will be no impacts. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 
 
37.d): ROAD MAINTENANCE 

See response to 37,c) above. The Project is required to maintain private driveways and parking areas 
within the Project Site. The Project is required to comply with County Ordinance 659 which sets forth a 
one-time development impact fee for incremental impacts on the County’s highway system, which 
includes ongoing maintenance. The 32 peak hour trips and 243 daily trips  generated by the 36-unit 
apartment Project does not create a specific significant maintenance effect on Columbia Street, Florida 
Avenue or any other public right-of-way in the surrounding area. Driveways within the Project Site will 
be maintained by the Applicant. 

Findings of Fact 37.d): Based on the documentation above and in 37.d), the Proposed Project does not 
cause an effect upon, or a need for new or altered maintenance of roads. There will be no impacts. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.  
 
Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 
 
37.e): CIRCULATION DURING PROJECT CONSTRUCTIONS 

The Project Site has a 132-foot frontage along Columbia Street between Florida Avenue and Acacia 
Avenue. The County required half width improvements include additional paved width, curb, gutter and 
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a sidewalk. This construction will not require the closure of Columbia Street or disrupt circulation or 
access to adjacent or surrounding properties. Short-term daily traffic resulting from construction related 
vehicles is estimated to generate significantly less than the of the 36-unit apartment Project and does 
meet the WRGOG or County VMT threshold requirement for a separate VMT analysis. Installation of 
the County required right-of-way improvements within Columbia Street described above and short-term 
construction vehicle traffic will not cause a significant adverse effect on traffic along Columbia Street or 
other surrounding street. 
 

Findings of Fact 37.e): Based on the documentation above the Proposed Project does not cause a 
significant effect upon circulation during the Project’s construction. There will be no impacts, 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.  

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 
 
37.f): EMERGENCY ACCESS 

f) The Project’s interior driveways and circulation system have been designed to meet Riverside County 
Fire Marshall standards for all County fire truck turning movement requirements. Project plans show all 
gates and indicate whether they are sliding or swinging. The plans provide a truck turning template 
showing how emergency vehicles will circulate within the site and show how an emergency vehicle will 
turn around to exit from the access adjacent to all proposed buildings. The plans show the location of 
all existing and proposed hydrants and provide elevations/ building heights and square feet. The 
Project’s proposed driveways and circulation system do not affect access to adjacent and nearby uses 
or emergency access to the uses. 

Findings of Fact 37.f): Based on the documentation above the Proposed Project does not result in 
inadequate emergency access or access to nearby uses. There will be no impacts. 
 
Mitigation: No mitigation is required.  

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 
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38. Bike Trails 
a. Include the construction or expansion of a bike 

system or bike lanes? 

    

Source(s):   Riverside County General Plan, San Jacinto Area Plan, Hemet General Plan, San Jacinto 
General Plan, Google Earth. 

38.a): Notable trails within the San Jacinto Area Plan include a Class I Bike Path/Regional Trail System 
that runs through the southern part of the plan area near the Diamond Valley Recreation Area. The 
path connects with another regional trail system that runs both in the southern half of the area plan and 
along the San Jacinto River. The trail capitalizes on the natural features of the area and creates access 
to the river for area residents. The regional trail also connects with another bike path that follows State 
Route 79. 

The closest existing bike path is located approximately 0.15 miles north of the Project Site along both 
sides of Florida Avenue. There are no existing bike trails on Columbia Street. The Project does not 
propose or include the construction or expansion of a bike system or bike lanes. The Columbia Heights 
36-unit infill Apartment Project is not located next to or designated for public rights-of-way bike lanes 

□ □ □ 
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or a bike trail system by either the City of Hemet or Riverside County. However, the Project is 
constructing the full half-width of Columbia Street adjacent to the Project Site that includes a 14-foot 
wide area within the public right of way. This are includes landscaping and a 6-foot wide sidewalk that 
can safely connect bicyclists to the existing bile lanes along Florida Avenue. The Project is also 
contributing to the expansion and improvement of bike lanes through the payment of circulation 
development fees required by County Ordinance 659. 
 
Findings of Fact 38.a): Based on the documentation above the Proposed Project does not include the 
construction or expansion of a bike system or bike lanes, There will be no impacts. 
 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.  

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 
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TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES  Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a Tribal Cultural Resource, defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a 
site, feature, place, or cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the size and scope 
of the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to a California Native American Tribe, and 
that is: 

39. Tribal Cultural Resources 

a. Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register 
of Historical Resources, or in a local register of historical 
resources as defined in Public Resources Code section 
5020.1 (k)? 

    

b. A resource determined by the lead agency, in its 
discretion and supported by substantial evidence, to be 
significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of 
Public Resources Code Section 5024.1? (In applying the 
criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code 
Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the 
significance of the resource to a California Native American 
tribe.) 

    

Source(s):  County Archaeologist, AB52 Tribal Consultation, Phase I Cultural Resources Assessment 
for the Columbia Heights Apartment Project, PAR 200034, Riverside County, California, APN 438-220- 
002, Brain F. Smith and Associates, Inc, February 2022; Phase I Cultural Resources Assessment for 
the Columbia Heights Apartment Project, PAR200034, Riverside County, California, Appendix B, Brian 
F. Smith, Inc. March 2022; On-Site Inspection, Project Application Materials,  
 

39.a & b):  
 

Archaeological/Historical Records Search: An archaeological records search was requested from the 
Eastern Information Center (EIC) at the University of Riverside on November 23, 2021. The records 
search indicates that 26 historic resources that have been recorded within one mile of the Project. Land 
Patent records held by the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) and accessible through the BLM 
General Land Office (GLO) website were also reviewed for pertinent Project information. In addition, 
archival research was conducted utilizing historic maps, aerial photographs, newspapers, the Robert 
J. Fitch County of Riverside Archives, County Assessor’s data, and Ancestry.com. Further, the BFSA 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 
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research library was also consulted for any relevant historical information. 

Native American Consultation: Brian F. Smith and Associates (BFSA) requested a review of the SLF 
by the NAHC to determine if any recorded Native American sacred sites or locations of religious or 
ceremonial importance are present near the Project. The Native American Heritage Commission 
(NAHC) Sacred Lands File (SLF) results were negative for the presence of sacred sites or locations of 
religious or ceremonial importance near the Project.  
 
Findings of Fact 39.a & b): 
 
SB18 
Senate Bill 18 (SB18) also called the Traditional Tribal Cultural Places bill was signed into law 
September of 2004 and took effect March 1, 2005. SB 18 refers to PRC §5097.9 and 5097.995 which 
defines cultural places as: • Native American sanctified cemetery place of worship, religious or 
ceremonial site, or sacred shrine (PRC §5097.9). • Native American historic, cultural, or sacred site, 
that is listed or may be eligible for listing in the California Register of Historic Resources pursuant to 
Section 5024.1, including any historic or prehistoric ruins, any burial ground, any archaeological or 
historic site (PRC §5097.993). SB 18 established responsibilities for local governments to contact, 
provide notice to, refer plans to, and consult with California Native American Tribes that have been 
identified by the NAHC and if that tribe requests consultation after local government outreach as 
stipulated in Government Code (GC) §65352.3. The purpose of this consultation process is to protect 
the identity of the cultural place and to develop appropriate and dignified treatment of the cultural place 
in any subsequent Project. The consultation is required whenever a general plan, specific plan, or open 
space designation is proposed for adoption or to be amended. In addition to the requirements stipulated 
above, SB 18 amended GC §65560 to “allow the protection of cultural places in open space element of 
the general plan” and amended Civil Code §815.3 to add “California Native American tribes to the list 
of entities that can acquire and hold conservation easements for the purpose of protecting their cultural 
places.”  
 
As part of the application process, California Native American Tribes must be given the opportunity to 
consult with the County for the purpose of preserving, mitigating impacts to, and identifying cultural 
places located on Project land. 
 
In compliance with Senate Bill18 (SB18), Riverside County requested a Sacred Lands File search and 
a consultation list from the Native American Heritage Commission (“NAHC”) of tribes whose historical 
extent includes the Project Area. Project notices were sent on August 22, 2022. The only tribe to request 
SB18 consultation was the Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians, who responded in an emailed letter dated 
October 07, 2022.  
 
AB52 
Changes in the California Environmental Quality Act, effective July 2015, require that the County 
address a new category of cultural resources – tribal cultural resources – not previously included within 
the law’s purview. Tribal Cultural Resources are those resources with inherent tribal values that are 
difficult to identify through the same means as archaeological resources. These resources can be 
identified and understood through direct consultation with the tribes who attach tribal value to the 
resource.  Tribal cultural resources may include Native American archaeological sites, but they may 
also include other types of resources such as cultural landscapes or sacred places. The appropriate 
treatment of tribal cultural resources is determined through consultation with tribes.  
 
In compliance with Assembly Bill 52 (AB52), notices regarding this Project were mailed to all requesting 
tribes on August 22, 2022.   
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No response was received from the Pechanga Band of Luiseno Indians, Rincon Band of Luiseno 
Indians, the Santa Rosa Band of Cahuilla Indians, Ramona Band of Cahuilla Mission Indians, Pala 
Band of Mission Indians, Cahuilla Band of Indians or the Colorado River Indian Tribe.   
 
The Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians responded in an emailed letter dated September 29, 2022, 
declining consultation and the Quechan Historic Preservation Officer responded on August 23,2022 
deferring consultation to closer tribes.  
 
The Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians responded in an emailed letter dated October 07, 2022, requesting 
to consult on this Project. Project documents were provided to the tribe on October 17, 2022, and this 
meeting was discussed on March 15, 2023. No tribal cultural resources were identified by Soboba and 
consultation was concluded the same day. Although no specific physical Tribal Cultural Resources were 
identified, Soboba expressed concerns that the Project has the potential for as yet unidentified 
subsurface tribal cultural resources. The tribe requested that a Native American monitor be present 
during ground disturbing activities so any unanticipated finds will be handled in a timely and culturally 
appropriate manner. Therefore, a Native American monitor will be required to be present during ground 
disturbing activities associated with this Project (TCR-01) . In addition, the Project will be required to 
adhere to State Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 in the event that human remains are 
encountered and by ensuring that no further disturbance occur until the County Coroner has made the 
necessary findings as to origin of the remains. Furthermore, pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 
5097.98 (b), remains shall be left in place and free from disturbance until a final decision as to the 
treatment and their disposition has been made. (TCR-02). 
 
CEQA requires the Lead Agency to address any unanticipated cultural resources discoveries during 
Project construction. Therefore, a condition of approval that dictates the procedures to be followed 
should any unanticipated cultural resources be identified during ground disturbing activities has been 
placed on this Project. (TCR-03)  
 
With the inclusion of the following mitigation measures, impacts to tribal cultural resources will be less 
than significant.  
 
Mitigation:  
 
MM-TCR-01  Native American Monitor 

Prior to the issuance of grading permits, the developer/permit applicant shall enter into 
an agreement with the consulting tribe(s) for a Native American Monitor. The Native 
American Monitor(s) shall be on-site during all initial ground disturbing activities and 
excavation of each portion of the Project Site including clearing, grubbing, tree removals, 
grading and trenching. In conjunction with the Archaeological Monitor(s), the Native 
American Monitor(s) shall have the authority to temporarily divert, redirect or halt the 
ground disturbance activities to allow identification, evaluation, and potential recovery of 
cultural resources. Activities will be documented in Tribal Monitoring Notes which will be 
required to be submitted to the County Archaeologist prior to grading final inspection. 
The developer/permit applicant shall submit a fully executed copy of the agreement to 
the County Archaeologist to ensure compliance with this condition of approval. Upon 
verification, the Archaeologist shall clear this condition. 

 
This agreement shall not modify any condition of approval or mitigation measure. 

 
MM-TCR-02  Human Remains 

If human remains are found on this site, the developer/permit holder or any successor in 
interest shall comply with State Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5. 
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MM-TCR-03  Unanticipated Resources 
The developer/permit holder or any successor in interest shall comply with the following 
for the life of this permit. If during ground disturbance activities, unanticipated cultural 
resources* are discovered, the following procedures shall be followed: 

 
All ground disturbance activities within 100 feet of the discovered cultural resource shall 
be halted and the applicant shall call the County Archaeologist immediately upon 
discovery of the cultural resource. A meeting shall be convened between the developer, 
the Project archaeologist**, the Native American tribal representative (or other 
appropriate ethnic/cultural group representative), and the County Archaeologist to 
discuss the significance of the find. At the meeting with the aforementioned parties, a 
decision is to be made, with the concurrence of the County Archaeologist, as to the 
appropriate treatment (documentation, recovery, avoidance, etc.) for the cultural 
resource. Resource evaluations shall be limited to nondestructive analysis. Further 
ground disturbance shall not resume within the area of the discovery until the appropriate 
treatment has been accomplished. 

 
* A cultural resource site is defined, for this condition, as being a feature and/or three 
or more artifacts in close association with each other. 
 
** If not already employed by the Project developer, a County approved archaeologist 
shall be employed by the Project developer to assess the significance of the cultural 
resource, attend the meeting described above, and continue monitoring of all future site 
grading activities as necessary. 

 
Monitoring: Monitoring shall be conducted by a qualified Native American monitor in coordination with 
the Project Archaeologist. 

 
 

 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less 
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Significant 
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No 
Impact 

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS  Would the project: 
40. Water 

a. Require or result in the relocation or construction of 
new or expanded water, wastewater treatment, or storm 
water drainage systems, whereby the construction or 
relocation would cause significant environmental effects? 

    

b. Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the 
project and reasonably foreseeable future development 
during normal, dry, and multiple dry years? 

    

 

A. Source(s): Environmental Protection Agency Website on Water Usage; Lake Hemet Municipal 
Water District 2015 Urban Water Management Plan; Lake Hemet Municipal Water District Will 
Serve Letter, Statement of Water and Sewer Availability, February 14, 2022; Easter Municipal 
Water District Web Site; Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District 
(RCFC) Web Site; Riverside County Ordinance 859 Water Efficient Landscape Requirements, 
November 2009. Wikipedia; Project Specific Preliminary Water Quality Management Plan for 
the Columbia Heights 36-Unit Apartment Project, HP Engineering, Inc. September 2023; 
Preliminary Hydrology Study & Hydraulics Report for 36-Unit Apartment Complex, HP 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 
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Engineering, Inc., August 2023. Telephone conversations with Lake Hemet Municipal Water 
District Engineer Jason Venerable, July 2024. 

 

40.a) EXPANDED WATER, SEWER, WASTEWATER TREATMENT OR STORMWATER DRAINAGE 
SYSTEMS, 

Water: The Lake Hemet Municipal Water District (LHMWD) currently provides domestic potable water 
service to the Project Site. LHMWD’s 2015 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) was adopted in 
2016. Water planning is an essential function of water suppliers but becomes critical as California 
grapples with ongoing drought and expected long-term climate changes. Prior to the adoption of the 
Urban Water Management Planning (UWMP) Act, there were no specific requirements that water 
agencies conduct long-term resource planning. While many water agencies conducted long-term water 
supply and resource planning prior to the Act, those that did not were left vulnerable to supply 
disruptions during dry periods or catastrophic events. 

The UWMP Act has been modified over the years in response to the State's water shortages, droughts, 
and other factors. A significant amendment was made in 2009, after the drought of 2007- 2009 and as 
a result of the governor's call for a statewide 20 percent reduction in urban water use by the year 2020. 
This was the Water Conservation Act of 2009, also known as SB X7-7. This Act required agencies to 
establish water use targets for 2015 and 2020 that would result in statewide savings of 20 percent by 
2020. 

According to the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), a typical family of four uses approximately 
300 gallons per day (gpd). The LHMWD’s 2015 UWMP indicates in 2010, a typical single family home 
uses approximately 0.46 acre feet of water. There are 325,851 gallons in an acre-foot of water, so in 
2010 a single family home used approximately 410 gallons per day within the LHMWA’s service area. 
Other water purveyors in the Southern California area indicate apartments and townhomes typically 
use about 20 percent less than a single family home, so this analysis estimates each apartment unit 
will each utilize approximately 325 gallons per day (GPD).  Given the Project proposes 36 apartment 
units, and is removing 2 residential units, the residential use will utilize approximately 11,050 GPD. The 
County of Riverside enforces California Water Resources Control Board (CWRC) requirements that 
mandate water conserving fixtures in all new dwelling units. This Project must document that all interior 
water fixtures meet state low flow requirements prior to issuance of a building permit.  

The proposed Project must also meet Riverside County Ordinance 859, which sets forth specific water 
conservation measure for landscape irrigation (See Exhibit 10b, Conceptual Landscape Plan, Sheet 2, 
Landscape Water Use Calculations Chart) . The Columbia Heights Landscape Plan incorporates a 
water efficient irrigation system that meets those requirement. The Chart on Page 2 of the Landscape 
Plans documents the Project will have a Maximum Annual Water Allowance (MAWA) of 5,223 cubic 
feet of water annually. Given there are 7.481 liquid gallons of water per cubic foot, the Project will utilize 
approximately 107 GPD for landscaping. This results in an overall daily water consumption of 
approximately 11,160 GPD 

The LHMWD currently has an 8-inch water line in Columbia Street adjacent to the Project Site and 
provides water service to the two existing residences on the property. The Water District has provided 
a conditional “Will Serve Letter” that is contained in this Environmental Assessment – Initial Study’s 
Technical Appendix L.  

In July 2024, the Eastern Municipal Water District (EMWD) initiated a new San Jacinto Valley 
Groundwater Treatment Facility. EMWD has previously completed four new groundwater wells and 
pipelines that will deliver water to the Valley. Projected to be operational in the spring of 2026, the 
facility will use filtration media technology to remove iron and manganese from local groundwater 
supplies in the Valley. Once the water leaves the treatment facility, it will be delivered to homes and 
businesses throughout the region, helping to increase EMWD’s local water supplies. At peak capacity, 
the facility would produce more than 11,000 acre feet of clean and safe water per year -- enough for 
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more than 25,000 households annually. 

Wastewater Treatment: The Eastern Municipal Water District (EMWD) provides wastewater services 
to approximately 239,000 customers within its service area and currently treats approximately 43 million 
gallons per day of wastewater at its four active regional water reclamation facilities through 1,813 miles 
of sewer pipelines. EMWD has five regional water reclamation facilities which treat approximately 46 
million gallons of wastewater every day.  

In 2015, EMWD completed wastewater treatment improvements that increased its maximum capacity 
to 14 million gallons per day in the San Jacinto Planning Area. The new facility increase capacity 
preparing EMWD for the anticipated growth in population and development throughout the San Jacinto 
Valley. It was also designed to meet more stringent state regulations for the treatment of wastewater 
and the production of recycled water. Today the plant currently treats 7 million gallons per day. The 
expansion of the plant allowed EMWD to receive wastewater from throughout the San Jacinto Valley 
and, through a mostly biological process, transform it into tertiary-level recycled water. That recycled 
water is pumped through a separate distribution system and delivered to the region for non-potable 
reuse. Those uses include water for irrigation of crops, golf courses, school fields, parks, and landscape 
medians. The facility also has 2 megawatts  (1000 kilowatts) solar arrays that help reduce the electrical 
energy needs of the plant. Recycled water is not currently available or used within EMWD service area. 
The nearest recycled water pipeline is 21/2 miles from the Project Site service area. However, EMWD 
staff have discussed potential pipeline options and demand estimates for potential future recycled water 
availability to the Hemet and San Jacinto area. 

Online sources estimate each person in the United States generates approximately 200 liters per 
person per day for a household of four persons, or 800 liters. This equals approximately 211 gallons 
per household per day (Wikipedia). This analysis is using closer to the estimated water consumption  
each apartment is generating at 80 percent of its daily water consumption, which is approximately 325 
GPD. Therefore, the estimated wastewater generated by each apartment unit at 80 percent is 
approximately 260 GPD. This totals approximately 9,360 gpd for the 36-unit Project. Given the EMWD 
currently has approximately 7 mgd capacity available, the Proposed Project will consume 
approximately 0.0013 percent of EMWD’s remaining capacity. EMWD’s capacity of 14 MGD with 7 
MGD still available demonstrates this Project does not require the construction of new or expanded 
sewer treatment facilities. According to the LHMWD, there is an 8-inch sewer line in Columbia Street 
adjacent to the Project Site that has sufficient sewer capacity to accommodate the Project’s increased 
incremental increase in flow. Sewer installation and connection fees in place at the time of development 
will be collected by LHMWD. No new or expanded treatment facilities or local sewer lines are required 
as a result of Project implementation. 

Storm Drains: The Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District (RCFC) is 
responsible for the management of regional drainage within and in the vicinity of the San Jacinto Valley, 
including rivers, major streams and their tributaries, and areas of significant sheet flows. The District is 
empowered with broad management functions, including flood control planning and construction of 
drainage improvements for regional flood control facilities, as well as watershed and watercourse 
protection related to those facilities. To carry out their mandate, the RCFC also has power of taxation, 
bonded indebtedness, land and water rights acquisition, and cooperative partnerships with local, state, 
and federal agencies. The Riverside County Board of Supervisors is the official decision-making body 
for RCFC. 

The RCFC’s Local Implementation Plan (LIP) describes the specific Urban Runoff management 
programs and activities that are implemented to comply with the requirements of the Municipal Separate 
Storm Sewer System (MS4) Permit, Order No. R8-2010-0033, issued to the Riverside County 
Permittees in the Santa Ana Region (SAR) by the Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board 
(Santa Ana Regional Board) on January 29, 2010 (2010 SAR MS4 Permit).  This is the fourth MS4 
Permit that has been issued to Riverside County by the Santa Ana Regional Board.  This LIP provides 
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a description of the programs and activities that the Riverside County Flood Control and Water 
Conservation District (District) is implementing to comply with the 2010 SAR MS4 Permit and to reduce 
pollutants in Urban Runoff to the Maximum Extent Practicable (MEP).  This LIP will be updated at least 
annually to incorporate new and revised compliance programs specified in the 2010 SAR MS4 Permit. 

In general, this LIP provides details regarding the District's implementation of the programs described 
for the SAR in the latest version of the Riverside County Drainage Area Management Plan (DAMP).  
The LIP is the principal document that comprehensively translates the MS4 Permit requirements into 
actions that the District implements to manage water quality in the MS4.  The DAMP describes the 
overall Urban Runoff management strategies being implemented by the Permittees in the SAR of 
Riverside County.  The terms and acronyms used in this LIP are defined in the glossary of the DAMP.  
To assist in facilitating correlation, references to the applicable section(s) of the 2010 SAR MS4 Permit 
are provided for each of the compliance activities presented in the LIP. 

The Clean Water Act of 1987 established requirements for discharges of Urban Runoff from MS4s 
under the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) program.  The 2010 SAR MS4 
Permit regulates discharges of Urban Runoff from MS4 facilities in the SAR of Riverside County.  The 
Permittees covered under the 2010 SAR MS4 Permit are the County of Riverside, the Riverside County 
Flood Control and Water Conservation District (District), and the Cities of Riverside County in the SAR.  
Each Permittee is responsible for compliance with the 2010 SAR MS4 Permit.  The 2010 SAR MS4 
Permit was issued to the Riverside County Permittees by the Santa Ana Regional Board on January 
29, 2010. 

Within the jurisdictional boundaries of the District, additional MS4 storm drains, channels and basins 
may be present that are not owned by the District.  These may include MS4 owned/operated by other 
Permittees of the 2010 SAR MS4 Permit, and other non-MS4 Permittee entities, including federal, state, 
tribal, and private MS4 systems. The Lake Hemet Municipal Water District (LHMWD) owns and 
operates the sewer system that serves the Project Site. 

Stormwater: The Riverside County Flood Control District  has existing storm drain line facilities in the 
vicinity of the Project Site and has an 18-inch inch storm drain within Columbia Street adjacent to the 
Project Site.  

Current stormwater flows from the Project Site toward the existing stormwater infrastructure will be the 
same or less than existing conditions through the implementation of the Project’s Preliminary Water 
Quality Management Plan (WQMP). The Project proposes a drainage and stormwater capture system 
that filters pollutants and discharges into subsurface chambers the percolate back into the groundwater 
system. This filtration and underground system has been designed to meet the required Santa Ana 
Regional Water Quality Control Board (SARWQCB) MS4 standards for specific site hydrologic 
conditions. The Project’s Grading Plan (Exhibit 19, Hydrology Section) shows the location of the 
stormwater system and details of the filtration system and underground storage chambers. 
 

Section F. of the WQMP, Hydrologic Conditions of Concern (HCOC) Analysis, documents. Additional 
LID BMPS are implemented onsite to mitigate potential erosion or habitat impacts as a result of HCOCs. 
This is being conducted by an evaluation of site-specific conditions utilizing accepted professional 
methodologies published by entities such as the California Stormwater Quality Association (CASQA), 
the Southern California Coastal Water Research Project (SCCRWP), or other Co-Permittee approved 
methodologies for site-specific HCOC analysis.  
 

The pre-development hydrograph has been compared with the post-development hydrograph, for a 2-
year frequency storm. Generally, the hydrologic conditions of concern are not significant, if the post-
development hydrograph is no more than 10% greater than pre-development hydrograph. In cases 
where excess volume cannot be infiltrated or captured and reused, discharge from the site must be 
limited to a flow rate no greater than 110% of the pre-development 2-year peak flow. The increased 
flow due to the Proposed Project is being mitigated to a level that meets SARWQCB low impact 
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development standards through the use of a filtration system and onsite underground storage 
chambers. 

As a standard condition of approval, the County of Riverside Building Department must review and 
approve a Final Water Quality Management Plan prior to the issuance of a grading and/or building 
permit.  

The existing stormwater infrastructure is of sufficient size to accommodate the mitigated stormwater 
flows required to serve the new proposed apartment use. The Project proposes to meet Regional Water 
Quality Control Board and County "low impact development (LID) requirements that require on-site 
retention and infiltration of initial stormwater flows. No new or expanded local or regional storm drain 
facilities are required to support the proposed 36-unit apartment Project. The Project is required to pay 
incremental storm drain improvement fees to the County that cover costs related to ongoing fair share 
maintenance and operation of stormwater infrastructure prior to the issuance of a building permit. 

The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) has mapped many of the areas of the United 
States subject to flooding from 100-year storms. The resulting documents, FEMA Flood Insurance Rate 
Maps (FIRMs), serve as the basis for determining the need for and availability of federal flood 
insurance. According to the National Flood Insurance Program, Flood Insurance Rate Map No. 
06065C2105G, last revised August 28, 2008, this map is noted "Other Flood Areas." The Project Site 
is in "Zone X", which is "areas of 0.2% annual chance flood; areas of 1% annual chance flood with 
average depth of less than 1 foot or within drainage areas less than 1 square mile." The Site Plan for 
the Columbia Heights Apartment Project demonstrate proposed building, landscaping, parking lot and 
stormwater catch basin improvements will not significantly impede or redirect flood flows. 

Findings of Fact 40.a): Based upon this documentation, the Columbia Heights Apartment Project does 
not require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded water, wastewater treatment, 
or storm water drainage systems, whereby the construction or relocation would cause significant 
environmental effects. Impacts will be less than significant with State of California, Riverside County 
and Lake Hemet Municipal Water District standard conditions of approval applied. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required with standard conditions of approval applied Monitoring: No 

monitoring is required. 

40.b): SUFFICIENT WATER SUPPLIES 

According to the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), a typical family of four uses approximately 
300 gallons per day (gpd). The LHMWD’s 2015 UWMP indicates in 2010, a typical single family home 
uses approximately 0.46 acre feet of water. There are 325,851 gallons in an acre-foot of water, so in 
2010 a single family home used approximately 410 gallons per day within the LHMWA’s service area. 
Other water purveyors in the Southern California area indicate apartments and townhomes typically 
use about 20 percent less than a single family home, so this analysis estimates each apartment unit 
will each utilize approximately 325 gallons per day (GPD).  Given the Project proposes 36 apartment 
units, and is removing 2 residential units, the residential use will utilize approximately 11,050 GPD. The 
County of Riverside enforces California Water Resources Control Board(CWRC) requirements that 
mandate water conserving fixtures in all new dwelling units. This Project must document that all interior 
water fixtures meet state low flow requirements prior to issuance of a building permit.  

The proposed Project must also meet Riverside County Ordinance 859, which sets forth specific water 
conservation measure for landscape irrigation (See Exhibit 10b, Conceptual Landscape Plan, Sheet 2, 
Landscape Water Use Calculations Chart) . The Columbia Heights Landscape Plan incorporates a 
water efficient irrigation system that meets those requirement. The Chart on Page 2 of the Landscape 
Plans documents the Project will have a Maximum Annual Water Allowance (MAWA) of 5,223 cubic 
feet of water annually. Given there are 7.481 liquid gallons of water per cubic foot, the Project will utilize 
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approximately 107 GPD for landscaping. This results in an overall daily water consumption of 
approximately 11,160 GPD. 

The LHMWD currently has an 8-inch water line in Columbia Street adjacent to the Project Site and 
provides water service to the two existing residences on the property. The Water District has provided 
a conditional “Will Serve Letter” that is contained in this Environmental Assessment – Initial Study’s 
Technical Appendix L.  

Findings of Fact 40.b): Based upon documentation in Section 40.a), documentation in this Section and 
current national, state, regional, County and Water District standards and conditions of approval, the 
Lake Hemet Municipal Water District has and adopted an Urban Water Master Plan that accommodates 
future growth consistent with County land use regulations and has sufficient water supplies available 
to serve the Project and reasonably foreseeable future development during normal, dry, and multiple 
dry years. Impacts will be less than significant with approval of the general plan amendment and zone 
change and with standard conditions of approval applied. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required with standard conditions of approval applied.  

Monitoring: monitoring is required at the Building Permit level of County Review. 
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Source(s): Lake Hemet Municipal Water District Will Serve Letter, Statement of Water and Sewer 
Availability, February 14, 2022; Easter Municipal Water District Web Site; Riverside County Flood 
Control and Water Conservation District (RCFC) Web Site; Riverside County Ordinance 859 Water 
Efficient Landscape Requirements, November 2009. Wikipedia; Lake Hemet Municipal Water District 
Will Serve Letter, Statement of Water and Sewer Availability, February 14, 2022; Easter Municipal 
Water District Web Site; Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District (RCFC) Web 
Site; Riverside County Ordinance 859 Water Efficient Landscape Requirements, November 2009. 
Wikipedia; Telephone conversations with Lake Hemet Municipal Water District Engineer Jason 
Venerable, July 2024. 

41.a) Construction or Expansion of Existing Wastewater Treatment Facilities:  

See response to 40.a) “Wastewater Treatment above. EMWD completed an upgraded wastewater 
facility expansion Project in 2015 that  increased the maximum capacity to 14 million gallons per day 
(GPD). The new facility increase capacity preparing EMWD for the anticipated growth in population and 
development throughout the San Jacinto Valley. It was also designed to meet more stringent state 
regulations for the treatment of wastewater and the production of recycled water. Today the plant 
currently treats 7 million gallons per day.  
 

41. Sewer 

a. Require or result in the construction of new 
wastewater treatment facilities, including septic systems, or 
expansion of existing facilities, whereby the construction or 
relocation would cause significant environmental effects? 

    

b. Result in a determination by the wastewater 
treatment provider that serves or may service the project that 
it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected 
demand in addition to the provider’s existing commitments? 

    

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 
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According to the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), a typical family of four uses approximately 
300 gallons per day (gpd). The LHMWD’s 2015 UWMP indicates in 2010, a typical single family home 
uses approximately 0.46 acre feet of water. There are 325,851 gallons in an acre-foot of water, so in 
2010 a single family home used approximately 410 gallons per day. Other water purveyors in the 
Southern California area indicate apartments and townhomes typically use about 20 percent less than 
a single family home, so this analysis estimates each apartment unit will each utilize approximately 325 
gallons per day (GPD).  Given the Project proposes 36 apartment units, and is removing 2 residential 
units, the residential use will utilize approximately 11,050 GPD. The County of Riverside enforces 
California Water Resources Control Board (CWRC) requirements that mandate water conserving 
fixtures in all new dwelling units. This Project must document that all interior water fixtures meet state 
low flow requirements prior to issuance of a building permit. 
 

The LHMWD has indicated there are 8-inch sewer lines in Columbia Street adjacent to the Project Site 
that have sufficient sewer capacity. Sewer connection fees in place at the time of development will be 
collected by LHMWD and EMWD. No new or expanded treatment facilities are expected as a result of 
Project implementation. 

Findings of Fact 41.a): EMWD’s capacity of 14 MGD with 7 MGD still available and availability of 
adequate capacity of the existing 8-inch sewer line in Columbia Street adjacent to the Project Site. This 
demonstrates this Project does not require the construction of new or expanded sewer treatment 
facilities. Based upon this documentation, the Columbia Heights Apartment Project does not require or 
result in the construction of new wastewater treatment facilities, septic systems, or expansion of existing 
facilities, whereby the construction or relocation would cause significant environmental effects. Impacts 
will be less than significant with standard conditions of approval applied. 
 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required with standard conditions of approval applied.  

 Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

41.b): ADEQUATE WASTEWATER CAPACITY  

See responses to 40.a) and 41.a) above. 

Findings of Fact 41.b): Based upon this documentation, the Columbia Heights Apartment Project does 
not result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider that serves or may service the Project 
that it has adequate capacity to serve the Project’s projected demand in addition to the provider’s 
existing commitments. 
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42. Solid Waste 

a. Generate solid waste in excess of State or Local 
standards, or in excess of the capacity of local infrastructure, 
or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction 
goals? 

    

b. Comply with federal, state, and local management 
and reduction statutes and regulations related to solid 
wastes including the CIWMP (County Integrated Waste 
Management Plan)? 

    

 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 
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Source(s):  CalRecycle Web Site.  Riverside County General Plan; Riverside County Waste 
Management District 

42.a): SOLID WASTE GENERATION 

The City of Hemet’s and adjacent County area trash, recyclables, and organic waste are collected by 
Waste Management. Waste Management recycles glass, metal, plastic, paper and organic waste per 
the requirements of the Riverside County Department of Waste Resources. 

Federal and state regulations ensure that landfill operations minimize impacts to public health and 
safety, and the environment. An important part of the Department’s mission is to apply sound 
environmental practices to ensure compliance with these regulations. 

The Department is required to obtain permits to operate their active landfills in Riverside County. These 
include: a Solid Waste Facilities Permit; Waste Discharge Requirements; a Stormwater Discharge 
Permit; and permits to construct and operate gas management systems, and leachate collection 
systems. These permits are issued and enforced by multiple regulatory agencies. The regulatory 
agencies for the Department's landfills include the Department of Resources Recycling and Recovery 
(CalRecycle), the South Coast Air Quality Management District (enforces air quality regulations), and 
the California Regional Water Quality Control Boards (enforce water quality regulations). The Riverside 
County Department of Environmental Health is the local enforcement agency (LEA) for CalRecycle. 
California Code of Regulations, Title 27 and AQMD Rule 1150.1 are the main regulations. 

The nearest landfill that will serve the proposed Project is the Riverside County Lambs Canyon Landfill. 
Based upon the Cal Recycle web site CIWMB’s database, Lambs Canyon Sanitary Landfill occupies 
an area of 1,088 acres for all of its landfill operations. It has a total permitted disposal volume of 38,936 
cubic yards and has a permit to accept a maximum of 5,000 tons of solid waste per day. CIWBM data 
estimates that the Lamb Canyon Sanitary Landfill had a remaining capacity of 19,242,950 cubic yards 
in 2015. This Landfill has adequate capacity through 2032 and is permitted for up to 5,000 tons of solid 
waste per day. In 2022 this Landfill had an average of approximately 1,662 tons per day.  

CalRecycle Solid waste generation rates estimate the amount of waste created by residences or 
businesses over a certain amount of time (day, year, etc.). Waste generation includes all materials 
discarded, whether or not they are later recycled or disposed in a landfill. Waste generation rates for 
residential and commercial activities can be used to estimate the impact of new developments on the 
local waste stream. CalRecycle’s estimates for Multi-family residential range from 3.6 pounds per 
dwelling unit per day (lbs/du/day) up to 8.6 lbs/du/day. Assuming an approximate mid-point average of 
5.5 lbs/du/day, the 36-unit Columbia Heights Apartment Project would generate approximately 198 
pounds of solid waste each day. CalRecycle estimates that a cubic yard of trash weighs approximately 
800 pounds. Therefore, the Proposed Project generates approximately 0.25 cubic yards of waste each 
day. Given this Landfill has a capacity of 5,000 tons per day and has a current (2023) average of 
approximately 1,662 tons per day. Given the Proposed Project will generate approximately 0.1 tons per 
day, there is adequate daily capacity at the Lamb Canyon Landfill. 

The Proposed Project includes trash enclosures that allow for the separation of recyclables, and green 
waste/food waste from regular trash directed to landfills as required by CalRecycle and the designated 
waste hauler, Waste Management. 

Findings of Fact 42.a): Based upon the documentation that the Lamb Canyon Landfill has adequate 
daily and long-term capacity, the Columbia Heights Apartment Project does not generate solid waste in 
excess of State or Local standards, or in excess of the capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair 
the attainment of solid waste reduction goals. There will be less than significant impacts. 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 
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Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 
 
42.b) COMPLIANCE WITH WASTE REDUCTION STATUATES 

See response to 42.a) above. The proposed Project’s collection and disposal of solid waste will comply 
with Riverside County Department of Waste Resources and Waste Management service policies of 
diverting the maximum amount of recyclable materials from the waste stream and returning these 
materials to productive use. Waste Management also allows for the diversion of green waste away from 
landfill waste stream which is diverted to separate facilities for composting purposes. Riverside County 
Department of Waste Resources and Waste Management continue ongoing coordination with service 
franchisee to expand programs that divert recyclable resources from the waste stream. 

The Proposed Project includes trash enclosures that allow for the separation of recyclables, and green 
waste/food waste from regular trash directed to landfills as required by CalRecycle and the designated 
waste hauler, Waste Management. 

Findings of Fact 42.b): Based upon this documentation, the Lead Agency finds the Columbia Heights 
Apartment Project will comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction statutes and 
regulations related to solid wastes including the CIWMP (County Integrated Waste Management. Plan). 
There will be less than significant impacts with standard conditions of approval applied. 
 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.  

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 
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43. Utilities 

Would the project impact the following facilities requiring or resulting in the construction of new facilities 
or the expansion of existing facilities, whereby the construction or relocation would cause significant 
environmental effects? 
a)  Electricity?     
b)  Natural gas?     
c)  Communications systems?     
d)  Street lighting?     
e)  Maintenance of public facilities, including roads?     
 f)  Other governmental services?     

Source(s):   Project Application Materials, Southern California Edison (SCE) Southern California Gas 
Company (SoCal Gas), Spectrum, Direct TV, Mediacom, Dish, Verizon Wireless, AT&T Mobility, and 
T-Mobile;  Riverside County Ordinance 659 Development Impact Fees, Upper San Jacinto Valley Area 
Plan Fees. 

43.a) ELECRICITY  

Southern California Edison (SCE) has electrical infrastructure within the Columbia Street right-of-way 
and adjacent to the Project Site. SCE is providing service to the existing development on the property 
currently but also has adequate resources to provide service to the proposed Project. The Project is 
required to pay connection fees and ongoing monthly usage fees to SCE that cover costs related to 
ongoing consumption of electricity. 

Findings of Fact 43.a): Based upon the documentation above, the Proposed Project does not require 

□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 

□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 

~ □ 

~ □ 
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or result in the construction of new electricity facilities or the expansion of existing electricity facilities, 
whereby the construction or relocation would cause significant environmental effects There will be less 
than significant impacts on SCE’s infrastructure. 
 

Mitigation:   No mitigation is required.  
 

Monitoring:   No monitoring is required. 

43.b). NATURAL GAS 

Southern California Gas Company (SoCal Gas) has natural gas infrastructure within Columbia Street 
adjacent to the Project Site and has adequate resources to provide service to the proposed Project. 
However, the Project does not propose to connect to SoCal Gas and is proposing all electric appliances 
to avoid the use and consumption of fossil fuels that improve air quality and minimize impacts related 
to the generation of greenhouse gas emissions. 

Findings of Fact 43.b): Based upon the documentation above, the Proposed Project does not require 
or result in the construction of new natural gas facilities or the expansion of existing natural gas facilities, 
whereby the construction or relocation would cause significant environmental effects There will be no 
impact on SoCal Gas infrastructure because the proposed Project is all electric and will not be providing 
natural gas infrastructure. 
 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required. 

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

43.c): COMMUNICATION SYSTEMS 

Spectrum, Direct TV, Mediacom and Dish all provide existing cable, microwave dish and fiber services 
adjacent to or on the Project Site or provide customer service. All wireless carriers, Verizon Wireless, 
AT&T Mobility, T-Mobile and Dish have wireless base stations (Cell sites) in the surrounding vicinity 
and other methods that provide adequate wireless telecommunication service to the Project Site. The 
proposed Project does not require the relocation or construction of new cables, fiber or wireless 
telecommunication facilities to serve the proposed residential apartment Project that could cause 
significant environmental effects. 

Findings of Fact 43.c): Based upon the documentation above, the Proposed Project does not require 
or result in the construction of new communication facility infrastructure or the expansion of existing 
communication facilities or systems, whereby the construction or relocation would cause significant 
environmental effects There will be no impacts. 
 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.  

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 

43.d): STREET LIGHTING 

There is existing street lighting within Columbia Street near the Project Site. Additional street lighting 
may be required as a part of the Project’s street improvement plans. If a separate street lighting plan is 
required to be submitted with the street improvement plans as part of the building permit submittal 
package, it is considered as a part of standard conditions of approval. If required, the design engineer 
shall locate the streetlights on the plan and provide the required information per “Plan Submittal” 
requirements prior to submittal of a building permit. Streetlight plans may be submitted ahead of the 
rest of improvement plans, but only after a complete first submittal is reviewed. 

Findings of Fact 43.d): Based upon the documentation above, the Proposed Project does not require 
or result in the construction of new street lighting, whereby the construction or relocation would cause 
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significant environmental effects There will be no impacts. 
 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.  

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 
 
3.e): MAINTENANCE OF PUBLIC FACILITIES INCLUDING ROADS 

The Proposed 36-unit residential Project is subject to Riverside County Ordinance 659 and is required 
to pay development impact fees for public facilities that include roads, bridges and other transportation 
improvements. There are also development impact fees for traffic signal improvements. Riverside 
County is responsible for undertaking the environmental analysis of proposed major transportation 
improvements that development impacts fees are used for. 

Findings of Fact 43.e): Based upon the documentation above, the Proposed Project does provide for 
the maintenance of public facilities including roads through the payment of development impact fees 
required by Riverside County Ordinance 659. The payment of these fees does not require or result in the 
construction of new street lighting, whereby the construction or relocation would cause significant 
environmental effects There will be no impacts. 
 

Mitigation: No mitigation is required.  

Monitoring: No monitoring is required. 
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WILDFIRE  If located in or near a State Responsibility Area (“SRA”), lands classified as very high fire 
hazard severity zone, or other hazardous fire areas that may be designated by the Fire Chief, would 
the project: 

44. Wildfire Impacts 

a. Substantially impair an adopted emergency 
response plan or emergency evacuation plan? 

    

b. Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, 
exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby expose project 
occupants to, pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the 
uncontrolled spread of a wildfire? 

    

c. Require the installation or maintenance of associated 
infrastructure (such as roads, fuel breaks, emergency water 
sources, power lines or other utilities) that may exacerbate 
fire risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts 
to the environment? 

    

d. Expose people or structures to significant risks, 
including downslope or downstream flooding or landslides, 
as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage 
changes? 

    

e. Expose people or structures either directly or 
indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death 
involving wildland fires? 

    

Source(s):   Riverside County General Plan Safety Element Figure S-11 “Wildfire Susceptibility”, GIS 
database, Riverside County Fire Ordinance 772, Project Application Site Plan and Landscape Plan. 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 
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44.a): EMERGENCY RESPONSE AND EVACUATION PLANS 
 

The Riverside County Emergency Operations Plan (EOP) serves as the foundation for response and 
recovery operations for the County of Riverside, as it establishes roles and responsibilities, assigns 
tasks, and specifies policies and general procedures. The plan includes critical elements of the 
Standardized Emergency Management System, the National Incident Management System, the 
Incident Command System, and the National Response Framework. The EOP assists with facilitating 
an effective response to any emergency by providing a platform that encourages collaboration between 
The County of Riverside Operational Area (OA) Emergency Operations Center (EOC), first responders, 
and support agencies.   

The Columbia Heights Apartment Project is an "infill" Project with existing residential, institutional and 
commercial development adjacent to and surrounding Project site. The Project proposes to construct 
half-width right-of-way improvements along Columbia Street adjacent to the Project site. The 
surrounding grid street system also currently provides adequate Fire Department and other emergency 
response vehicles.  All surrounding intersections are properly controlled with stop signs and traffic 
signals. The proposed driveway from Columbia Street and the interior circulation system has been 
designed to meet County of Riverside Fire Marshall design criteria for adequate fire truck circulation 
and turning movements. The Project Site is not located in a State Responsibility Area (“SRA”), lands 
classified as very high fire hazard severity zone, or other hazardous fire areas that may be designated 
by the Fire Chief. This Project at the proposed location does not interfere in any way that would 
adversely affect or impair the County of Riverside’s ability to implement EOC for any type of emergency 
or evacuation plan.  

Findings of Fact 44.a): Based upon the documentation above, the Proposed Project is not located in a 
State Responsibility Area (“SRA”), lands classified as very high fire hazard severity zone and does not 
substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan. There will be 
no impacts. 
 

Mitigation:   No mitigation is required. 
 

Monitoring:   No monitoring is required 

44.b): EXACERBATE WILDFIRE RISKS 

See responses to 44.a) above. The Project Site is surrounded by urban development and is not located 
in or near a State Responsibility Area (“SRA”), lands classified as very high fire hazard severity zone, 
or other hazardous fire areas that may be designated by the Fire Chief. The Site is relatively flat (less 
than 2% slope). Prevailing winds vary based on low- and high-pressure systems. Santa Ana prevailing 
winds are primarily from the northeast to southwest. The Proposed Residential Apartment Project is 
being designed in compliance with all state and County Fire Code requirements and standards and 
incorporates all County Fire Marshall requirements for safe and adequate interior fire apparatus ingress, 
egress and turning movements. 
 

Findings of Fact 44.b): Based upon the documentation above, the Proposed Project is not located in or 
near a State Responsibility Area (“SRA”), lands classified as very high fire hazard severity zone. Given 
there are no slopes or other factors to exacerbate wildfire risks, the Project does not expose Project 
occupants to, pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire.  
 

Mitigation:   No mitigation is required. 
 

Monitoring:   No monitoring is required 
 

44.c): REQUIRE INSTALLATION OR MAINTENANCE OF INFRASTRUCTURE 

See responses to 44.a) above. The Project proposes a new six-inch water line connecting to the Lake Hemet 
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Municipal Water District (LHMWD) existing water line within the adjacent Columbia Street public right-of-way. 
This water line connects to two proposed fire hydrants located within the Project Site and to each buildings 
automatic sprinkler system within each proposed apartment unit. This connection does not require a new water 
source.  The Project does not require the installation or maintenance of other associated infrastructure 
(such as roads, fuel breaks, power lines or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk or that may result 
in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment. The Proposed Residential Apartment Project is 
being designed in compliance with all state and County Fire Marshall review requirements for safe and 
adequate interior fire apparatus ingress, egress and turning movements. The LHMWD has provided a 
“Will Serve Letter” for water service (Technical Appendix L). 

 

Findings of Fact 44.c): Based upon the documentation above, the Proposed Project does not require 
the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (such as roads, fuel breaks, emergency 
water sources, power lines or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk or that may result in temporary 
or ongoing impacts to the environment. 
 

Mitigation:   No mitigation is required. 
 

Monitoring:   No monitoring is required 

44.d): SIGNIFICANT RISKS FROM DOWNSLOPE/DOWNSTREAM FLOODING OR LANDSLIDES, 

See Responses 44.a) and 44.b) above and Response 14.a). The site lies on a relatively flat surface 
and has a slope of less than 2% . The occurrence of mass movement failures such as landslides, 
rockfalls, or debris flows within such areas is generally not considered common and no evidence of 
mass movement was observed on the site within the Project’s Geotechnical Report. 

Findings of Fact 44.d): Based upon the documentation above, the Proposed Project is not located in or 
near a State Responsibility Area (“SRA”), lands classified as very high fire hazard severity zone. The 
Proposed Project does not expose people or structures to significant risks, involving downslope or 
downstream flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes 
because the Site and surrounding area is flat with less than a 2% slope, the site is not located within a 
flood hazard area and is not subject to landslides. 
 

Mitigation:   No mitigation is required. 
 

Monitoring:   No monitoring is required 
 
44.e): EXPOSE PEOPLE/STRUCTURES TO INJURY OR DEATH INVOLVING WILDLAND FIRES 
 

See responses to 44.a) through 44.d) above. The Project Site is not located in a State Responsibility 
Area (“SRA”), lands classified as very high fire hazard severity zone, or other hazardous fire areas that 
may be designated by the Fire Chief.  Therefore, the Project does not expose people or structures 
either directly or indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving wildland fires. 
 

Mitigation:   No mitigation is required. 
 

Monitoring:   No monitoring is required 
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MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE  Does the Project: 
45. Have the potential to substantially degrade the 
quality of the environment, substantially reduce the habitat     □ □ □ 
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of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population 
to drop below self- sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a 
plant or animal community, substantially reduce the number 
or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal, 
or eliminate important examples of the major periods of 
California history or prehistory? 

Source(s):   Staff Review, Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan 
(MSHCP) Compliance Analysis for the 2.41- Acre 25914 Columbia Heights Apartment Project, Cadre 
Environmental, November 2021,  Project Application Materials 

See previous Sections 7.a) through 7.g), 8.a through 8.b) and 39.a) through 39.b) for specific 
documentation and findings for Mandatory Finding of Significance related to Mandatory Findings of 
Significance for impacts related to substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause 
a fish or wildlife population to drop below self- sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal 
community, substantially reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or 
animal, or eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory?.  

Section 9.b) within the Archeological  Resources Analysis assessment and Sections 39.a) and 39.b) 
Tribal Cultural Resources analysis that sets forth mitigation measures that adequately protect potential 
archaeological and paleontological resources that may be discovered during Project grading, Those 
mitigation measures combined with other measures resulting from the County of Riverside’s 
consultation process required by AB 52 and standard conditions of approval required by state, regional 
and local reviewing agencies reduce the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the 
environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife 
population to drop below self- sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, 
substantially reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal, or 
eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory to levels 
considered less than significant with mitigation incorporated 

Based upon the documentation within the Riverside County General Plan and Zoning Code, the 
required mitigation measures set foth in Section 9.b) and the Project’s standard conditions of approval 
set forth in those technical studies, the Lead Agency finds the proposed Project does not substantially 
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-
sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, substantially reduce the number 
or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the major 
periods of California history or prehistory. 

Findings of Fact 45: Based on the analysis contained within this Environmental Assessment – Initial 
Study and the referenced technical studies incorporated by reference, the implementation of the 
Proposed Project would not substantially degrade the quality of the environment, substantially reduce 
the habitat of fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife populations to drop below self-sustaining 
levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, or reduce the number or restrict the range 
of a rare or endangered plant or animal, or eliminate important examples of the major periods of 
California history or prehistory. There will be less than significant impacts with required mitigation 
measures and standard conditions of approval applied. 
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46. Have impacts which are individually limited, but 
cumulatively considerable?  ("Cumulatively considerable"     □ □ □ 
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means that the incremental effects of a project are 
considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of 
past projects, other current projects and probable future 
projects)? 

Source(s):   Staff Review, Project Application Materials 

As presented in the discussion of environmental checklist Sections 1 through 45, the Project would 
have no impact, a less than significant impact, or a less than significant impact after mitigation with 
respect to all environmental issues. Thus, while the Project will have direct and indirect environmental 
effects, the Project along with other cumulative projects is expected to result in a less than significant 
with mitigation incorporated cumulative impact with respect to all environmental issues and mitigation 
measures presented in this document. 

Findings of Fact 46: Based on the analysis contained within this Environmental Assessment – Initial 
Study, the Proposed Project does not have impacts which are individually limited, but cumulatively 
considerable with required mitigation measures set forth in Section 9.b) and with standard conditions 
of approval applied. 
 

 
 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less 
Than 

Significant 
Impact 

No 
Impact 

47. Have environmental effects that will cause 
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly 
or indirectly? 

    

Source(s):   Staff Review, Project Application Materials 

The proposed Project does have limited direct and indirect adverse effects on human beings related to 
short-term construction air quality and noise impacts. However, with incorporation of required mitigation 
measures, standard conditions of approval and best management practices applied, those potential 
effects do not cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly.  
Therefore, the Project would have a less than significant impact on human beings with mitigation 
incorporated. 

Findings of Fact 47: Based on the analysis contained within this Environmental Assessment – Initial 
Study, the Proposed Project would not result in environmental effects which would cause substantial 
adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly with required mitigation measures, 
standard conditions of approval and best management practices incorporated. 
 

EARLIER ANALYSES 
 

Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an 
effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration as per California Code 
of Regulations, Section 15063 (c) (3) (D).  In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following: 
Earlier Analyses Used, if any:   None 
 

Location Where Earlier Analyses, if used, are available for review: 
 
Location: County of Riverside Planning Department 
 4080 Lemon Street 12th Floor 
 Riverside, CA 92501 
 
 

□ □ □ 
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Referenced Technical Studies and Other Referenced Materials 
 

A. Focused Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Emission Analysis for the Columbia Heights 
Residential Development, County of Riverside, California, Greve and Associates, Inc,; March 
2022. 

 

B. Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan (MSHCP) Compliance 
Analysis for the 2.41- Acre Columbia Heights Apartment Project, Cadre Environmental. 
November 2021.   
 

C. Phase I Cultural Resources Assessment for the Columbia Heights Apartment Project, PAR 
200034, Riverside County, California, APN 438-220-002, Brain F. Smith and Associates, Inc, 
February 2022;  Phase I Cultural Resources Assessment for the  Columbia  Heights Apartment 
Project, PAR200034, Riverside County, California, Appendix B, Brian F. Smith, Inc. March 2022. 
 

D. Energy Assessment for the Columbia Heights Residential Development, County of Riverside, 
California, Greve & Associates, March 2022. 
 

E. Soil Investigation and Liquefaction Evaluation Report, Proposed 36 Units, Two to Three-Story 
Apartment Complex, 25914 Columbia Street (APN 438-220-002), Hemet Area, Riverside 
County, California, Rodriguez Consulting and Engineering, March 2022. 
 

F. Phase I Environmental Site Assessment Report,  Proposed 36-Apartment Complex Located at 
25914 Columbia Street, Hemet, CA 92544, USA Environmental, Inc, November 2021. 
 

G. Preliminary Hydrology Study and Hydraulics Report for 36-Uint Apartment Complex,  APN: 438-
220-002, PPT220032, HP Engineering, Inc., August 2023. 
. 

H. Project Specific Preliminary Water Quality Management Plan for the Columbia Heights 36-Unit 
Apartment Project, HP Engineering, Inc. September 2023; Preliminary Hydrology Study & 
Hydraulics Report for 36-Unit Apartment Complex, HP Engineering, Inc., August 2023. 
 

I. (a) Noise Analysis for the Columbia Heights Residential Development Project, Riverside County, 
California, Greve and Associates, Inc., March 2022. 
 

I (b) Noise Impact Analysis for Columbia Heights Project, Roma Environmental, November 2025. 
 

J. Paleontological Resource Impact Mitigation Program (“PRIMP”) Report for the Columbia 
Heights Apartment Project, PAR 200034, BGR, Riverside County, California, Brain F. Smith & 
Associates, Inc., February 3, 2022. 
 

K. Columbia Heights Apartment Project Transportation Study – VMT Screening Analysis, 
Translutions, Inc. February 2022. 
 

L. Lake Hemet Municipal Water District, Will Serve Letter, Statement of Water and Sewer 
Availability, February 14, 2022. 
 

M. National Flood Hazard Layer FIRMette Map No, 06065C2105G, Zone X, Area of Minimal Flood 
Hazard. Effective August 8, 2008. 
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Prepared by: 
 

Tom Dodson & Associates 
2150 North Arrowhead Avenue 

San Bernardino, California 92405 
(909) 882-3612 

 


